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ABSTRACT

This report provides achievement information in Mathematics and Reading for
the five yearg, 1971-1972 through 1975-1976. The data are drawn from cross-sectional
analyses, focusing pfiﬁéfily_cﬁ mean score performance in Total Mathematics and

Total Reading on city-wide tests.

The principal findings are:
(1) While the Total Program (TFT) shows continuous improvement in both
Math and Reading in Grades K~3 across the five years, it 1is the
Behavior Analysis Model (BA) which has produced the greatest

positive program effect.

(2) Across the 5 vears and across Grades K-3, BA easily ranks first
among the mddels in both Math and Reading. By 1975-1976, BA had
attained mean scores corresponding to the following national
percentiles in Math across Grades K-3 regpectively: 64, 71, 62
and 63, while corresponding percentiles in Reading for K-3 vere:

80, 75, 61 and 49 respectively. Furthermore, over the 5 years,
.across the program grades, BA percentiles equaled or eﬁeaéded thé
national mean in 64% of the total comparisons made in Math and in
" '50% of those made in Reading; its mean scores, m@reaver; vere higheé
than those attained by its appropriate Non-Follow Through CNFT)'V
gfoup;ﬂgs in 877 of the Math and 78% of the Reading comparisons,
while similar results with respect to its appropriate Total District

(TD) groupings were 86% and 72% in Math and Reading respectively.




(3)

- (%)

The closest model to BA in K~3 performance across the five vears
is cthe Bank Street (BS), which ranked second among the models in
Math and third in Reading. In 1975-1976 it had attained the follow-
ing percentiles in Math across K-3 fespegtiveiy: 64, 63, 57 and
37: its percentiles in Reading correspondingly were: 80, 59, 50

and 39 respectively across the K-3 range.

The Parent Implemented Model (PI) could not be tanked over the

five years because 1t was not tested in 1972-1573. The Philadelphia

Process Model (PP) ranked second in Reading across the five years,
principally becaﬁse of improved performance in 1975-1976. It

ranked fifth in Math, however. EDC ranked third in Math, and fourth
in Reading, having improved substantially since 1974-1975. The
Florida Parent Model (FP) ranked fourth in Math and fifth in
Reading. The Bilinguai Model (BI) ranked last in both subject

matter areas.
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; : FOLLOW THROUGH
i L - PUPIL ACHIEVEMENT CHARACTERISTICS
o "IN PHILADELPHIA

1971-1972 THROUGH 1975-1976 ’ -

INTRODUCTION

This report is concerned with cross—sectional analyses of reading and

nathematics achievement test performances for the past five years in the

address performance in the 46 additional schools of the local Follow Through

--Expansion Program.  The original Follow Through program consisted of pupilg - - - -~ --—

inVKindergaften through Grade Three. In the latter portion of school year
1974f1975, there was a local extension ﬁ@rGrada Féurrbut funding cutbacks
caused this to be discontinued éfter 1975-1976. The data analyzed héve
been obtained (1) from the City-Wide Tesﬁing Program administered in school
yeéfs 1971-1972 and 1973ﬁ19?4 through 1975-1976 by the Division of Testing,
foicaraf Research and Evaluation, School District of Philadelphia, and |
(2) from the tests administered in school ?ear 1972-1973, to Féllcw Through-

and comparison groups only, by the Stanférd Regearch Imstitute (SRI){

The following test data are the focus of the report for the five year

period: . _

| (1) in Spriﬁg 1972 the Stanford Early School AEhiEVEmEﬁE‘TEéE (SEEAT)
ifﬂf Kindérgarté%; the Metropolitan Achlevement Test (MAT) for

GradesOne and Two, and the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills (ITBS)

for Grade Three;

s

v s in Spring 1973 the MAT for Kindergarten and Grades One through Three;

(3) in:Sp:ing 1974 the SESAT fa: Kindeigattéﬁ and thé California Achievement

‘Tests (CAT) for Grades One through Thrée; and

' (4) in the Winters of 1975 and 1976 the SESAT for Kindergarten and the -

CAT for Grades Dne‘thrcggh Four.

12



ihg analysis categories are based on the following three major divisions -

ot aggfegaée data:
‘ - g

(1) Falluw Thrnugh data by schnal year, camprisiug fesaing and ﬁatHEﬁétic§7
scores frnm all Fgllgw Thfough classes, gr@uped by madel by district,

and»a Total Follow Thréugh aggregate!~ T

fZ)'Néﬁ%Follaw Ehrcugh data bf EEhOOl year (exgept uﬁavailébla féf*"’ :
1971*1972), comp rising réading and mathematics scores frnm all.
camparisan clssses in Districts 1—5 (except Kinde:garten and 7

Gfade One in 1975=1976 begause of absarption intn the ex ig f'7

pragram), grauped by di strict, aﬁd a Tntal N§n=Fgllnw Thraugh

aggregate.

(3)vDistfict summary data by Schgﬂl year (except unavailable for

1972=1973), gamprising readiug and mathematics sccres fram all

pupils in the city, grauped by district (Iaf Districts 1-6), and i~e3

a Tgtal Districts 1-6 agg:agate and a Total Gity aggregate (Distticts :

ey, - | T

'Ihe'cdmpariSQn zlasses frcm which the Non—?allaw Throagh data mot éd‘

above were obtained, pafallel thé camparisan group Employed in the Natienal

' Fel;as Thrnugh EvaluatiOﬂ in 1972iL973 Lv SRI, with ‘the exception of a

very few cl es dded to equalize the distribution across distriéts in

aertain gradés, SRI had not made Ehis infarmatian available until then,,sa
comparison data wer ot able to be prev$ﬂed for L971 1972 Thé 13231
FBllDW Thraugh Expaﬁsicn Pfcgram, on’ the uther hand was instituted on

- the Kiﬁdergafﬁan level in March 1975 ‘and Eﬁteaded to Grade Dne the falluwing-

school year, The schgals involved in this 1@@31 expansioﬁ insluded tho

1

-2~

e




Vwifeenteieing Nen—Fellew Thrpugh eemperieen eleeeee, eccerdingiy, -as neted

;“fabevg, there efe no Kindergarten end Grede One Nenchllew Through dete for

“-school year 1975-1976.

end the ITBS in reeding (Reeﬁ*ﬁg Cempfehensien was ueed)

":‘"Reeéing and methemeiiés eeﬁievement“ in this report eiweye refers .to

: Jﬂathemetiee respectively, exeept for eheee instruments whieh de not yield

tetelvefee scores eueh as the SESA in reedlng (Lee&ere and Seunde was eeed)

" e T

- The repe;t i e’er tia 11y an ettempt te eempefe the Fellew Thrnugh

- (FT) mﬁdele with one Enethet aereee five yeere ef data anelVEEd frem

o gﬁngekeg-g§id;ggereet;pefepeee;veef It is divided inte three pertei ?ert

I offers these comparisons (1) in terme'efeeetieﬁel pereeetilee‘eefreependieg e

to mean eeeree, end (2) in terme of mean score differeneee WhEﬂ eempered
with appzepriete NQE“FGILGH Thfeugh end Tetel Dietriet/Tetel City gfeup—

inge. Peft II pzevidee these same ‘kind of eemperieone (dete eveileble enly

rﬂffer the 1est three yeere) with regefd to the pereenteger of ', i1s- eeering

‘R belew the netienel thh pereentile end at or above the national SDth.f’

‘pereeetile. Eeft iII ranks each model in terms of (1) pereentegeAef times

. meeefeeetes equeled ef,exeeeded the ﬁetionei mean, (2) percentages of . ..

. pupils with sc b 2low the natieﬁel 16th pe entiie and fgjfﬁefeentegee

"~ at or above the neeienel 50th pereentile. In each of -the-three perteg data

- pertiﬂent to the current yeef C19;5"l976) are preeeuted firet, fnllewed by

fgen eeelyeie ef performance e;;eeertheiflﬁe,e: three gee; pegied. L 7 .

) General summary tables for this repo rt are presented in Appendlx A.

"‘1

deERne

A“gégigg“@f“gfaphe’dieplefing neeieeel”pereeneil ‘rankings for~ ell“Fellew Threugh
"models 1s found in Appendix B. An,ebeEreee of the Title I Report for 1975*19751

" is included as Appendix C, particularly because of the numerous achievement ob= - .

‘jectives that were of concern £or that. report, but also to provide a brief over-

. -view of total program context. 14




Abegmpenieﬁ vedume will give basic deee tables fer:fhelwieter 19?5
.teeting. 'The dete>inelude number of'pepile; meen score, ﬁumbef and
'pereentege ecnring below the national 16th pereentile, and number end
pereeﬂtege scoring at or above the netienel SDth pe:eencile, for every
:greuping (Fallew Thréugh,'ﬁensFollew Through, Total District, and Ietelv‘
éity); by eﬁbteet.efee within greﬁe. Additionally, a eerieeref metfieee
Veamperee ‘the diffefencee in mean eeozee between the vefieue'gfoupinge in

terms of the standard error ef meeeu:ement nf the differeneee between means-

h? eubteet area within grade. Mean scores repofted for SESAT are raw

5COres; mean scores reported for the CAT are the etende:d z d Aehievement

Development Scale Scores (ADSS).

: A éeeeription of the ebhrevietinne used for ell gfcupiﬂge ie ehewn'
in Table -A. Note thet there are no’ eeperete District 1, Dietrict 3, or
_Dietrict 6 Follow Through greupinge-'thie is beceuee the Philedelphie

Preeeee, Florida Perent, and Educational Develepment Eentee medels are

EOnEeieed within theee gingle dietriete, reepeetively. A tehle pruviding

otien;etien to the 18 originel pfogrem schools in terms of model end district

effilietlcn is ehewn in Teble B. Ae the teble indieeiee, there are

3 schools each in five cf the medele,re;e Florida Parent mcdel ceneiete

ﬂw
P
wrm

,9 heole, end the Parent Implemented ie the lone s;ngle school

It should be reemphasized that the report is based solely on efeeeev,
i eeetieﬁelrenelyeee. Othef reperte prepared hy the evaluation unit.provide

quas i 1eﬁg1tud1nel and 1engitudinel enelyeee which eemplementbehe fermez

eppteeeh and effeet the_eeﬁfeundln eff eze 1nherent in any form of

Aenelyeiee 7 7 .
15
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. TABLEA ., . Grouping Abpjeviatiags

Thfougbaut'the report the Follow Through groupings are referred

to in the fallawing abbreviated form:
{

o
\w "
]

= Bank St:géﬁ Model

BA . = Behavior Analysis Model

s
-
it

- Bilingual Model ... ... . .. . .. . o D e e
EDC = .Education Development Center Model -
FP = Florida Parent Model

Pafentrlmplamenzed Model

o
-
1]

'Philadelphia Process Model

o
o
L

D2F = District 2 Follow Through Grouping

[ ]

g

rry
1

District A,Falluerhraugh Grouping -

o
=
e

0

District 5 Follow Through Grouping

x|
-
e

]

Total Follow Through Program (All Models)

16




Tébla B - ’Qﬁi§§E§E%?Q_té Fal;gwﬂjﬁ:qugg;gghg@;ﬁ

e

. Distrlct Affiliatian : " ' - | ‘ Hﬂ&éi Grau?iﬁ%S‘
‘ istrict 1 o , . ‘ “.Philadelphia Pracass

~ Drew 7 o v Drew
-"McMichael : ) M:Hichael
“Wilson o R S -Wllson

VD:Lstrictr 3 I ~ Florida Parent
Nebinger i Nebinger -
Kearny : . - Kearny

[
=]
'

‘District 6 , : 7 7
Kelly, J. B. ’ S Kelly, J. B.
- Wister, J. - SR o - Vister, J.

District 2 : ' ' ‘ BehaviurgAgglysis:'

Arthur —— - Ar thur
Stanton, E. M. ' Duckrey

Waring ~ { PrattaArnald
- g“- -~ - /‘j’ .

i;z ‘Bank Street

) Duck*ey , T~ e - Stanton, E. M.
Pratt— Arnmld S Dunbar -
e Elversﬁn

Dunbar | _.-— i }\’a Bilingual

- Elverson [ : ) ~ ===== HYaring

S Ludlow -~ = = = = = = = = = = = = = - - - Tudlow
Pergusan - - ==-=-=-====== - - - - Ferguson

Fgrg@tiimplemgﬂt%ﬁ

‘Harrison - x - Xx - ¥ -~ X - % = %X = %X = X Harrison




"~ PART 1.. CQMPARATTVﬁ PERFDRMANCF OF FDLLDW THRGUCH MODELS | IN RFADING
AND MATHEMATICS FDR 'THE FIVE YEARS, 1971 -1972 THRDUCH 1975- 1976'.

(1) DIRECT COMPARISONS IN TERMS OF NATIONAL EERCENIILEIRANKS

'CORRESPONDING TO MEAN SCORES, AND (2),CGMPARISQNS ON THE

BASTS OF RELATIVE MEAN SCDEE DI?FEEENCEE BETWEEﬂ FDLLDW

THRDUGH AND APPRDPRIATE NDN—FDLIDW THRQUGH TDTAL DTSTRICT

 AND TDTAL o1y GROUPINGS.

‘A, Preliminary Consideratiouns

a. . To permlt ﬂcmparisans across years in terms of mean scareL on the

dlfferent tests noted earlier, it was- nezessazy to convert the mean 7

'fscares attained by the various gfnupings/medels to Eorrespanding

national pEfEEﬂtilE ranks. Tbé ”GEltiDn taken in this fegort is

-that sijﬁﬁ echnlcallg_equated sccres are not,av ilﬁble or the =

varippsrigsﬁrumengs i@palﬁgd,

- comparison indices which can Qg;gﬂogtgﬂ_1 Percentiles are made use
"cf, then, for the camparisons discussed in the initial section of

Part I, on the assumptlcn that they can be gEﬂerally accePEEd

thaugiggertainly nnt 11terally,~as equivalent indlﬂé% Df perfarm*

is

ance across these difféfent tests, Esp;zlally since the test- areasr'

- involved are g@mpasite'scares, Total Reading*aﬁd‘Tptal Hathematics,ﬁ
,,which can mitigaﬁé aéy basic differences in definltion Qr”méasurea
ment strategy in one or the other subtest from which théy are formed.

Two_éﬁftthTéDnCEtﬂS in us;ﬂg per 'z,le raﬁks are Cl) h 7 to




_deal with the pEIEEﬂtile scale's Uﬁequal interval property, end
(2) how to treat the ‘measurement errors eeeeeiated with a pertirusLVTZ
lar iﬁetrumeﬁe when. scores are trenefefmeé—terpereeﬁtiiee.'»The

‘usual eelueien-te both prebleme 1s te preeeﬂt.the deee iﬁ ﬁers

Fiwna
P o
.vl

Y R

eentile, standard error, bands epprepfiete to the different levele

ef the eeele., This eppreeeh_wee eeneidered»effdeubtful'velue;meﬂdim
in fact, enneeeeeery in this first s egment ef Part I, beeeuee ef

the elreedy eeknewledged infermeiity iﬁ the uee of pereentilee,

ene also because the two eemperieen dimensiene in Part I, the
second of which is entitelj eeneefﬁed With etenderd error con-
siderations, are to be r regar rde d as essentially eemplementefy |
eeeeete of the eiﬁgle focus of this pert;>whieh is te ehereetef%:

ize mean score performance..

‘A final consideration regarding the use of percentile ranks

in the report is the feee that national Pegii'pereeetile renke
provided in the test menuele‘hedvee be employed even theugh

' group mean scores were being transformed. In the ebeenee of
national group percentile informatien, this seemed te be the only .7 .

recourse,

b. As in previous reports on cross-sectional analyses, the pop-

uletieﬁ of concern. is EDﬁ“ldEfed to be the total Philadelphia

-

Fel]ew Through population wlthln the total eity popu letieﬁ ef ehe."'i

if"" B ”’Schoel District of Philadelphia, which is éncompassed in c1ty— T

wide testing. Therefore, when there is question of mean score

19
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diffgfenéeé in'the»secgnd seétinﬁ @f.Paft_I, th§$E;a:el§ieweé |

o a8 éécurfing in a péraméﬁér cgntéxttand afé'repgrteﬂrin terms -
faf measurement error anly and not sampliﬂg 8rTor. ‘Thé com-

' éaninﬁ volume des&ribed in the 1ntraduc£ign, hawever, pravides

all da;a necessary fﬂr making striztly statisti:al 1nferences

;ﬁa a hypnthetically larger population shﬂuld this be requiféd
on the other hand, the findings réperted here are regarded as

: essentiaily genéralizablé'ta 1argé cities 1like Ehiiadelphié;L

c. . In computing probabilities (at least .05) for determining.
levels of mean-differences, the formulas given by Davis-

(F.B. Davis, Eﬁucaziﬂﬁallﬁeasurgméﬁt§ and Their Iﬁ;g;prg§§gich;

v Bélmént;-Califiz»waésﬁérth Publ. Co., 1964) for the standard
error of measurement of the difference between means weréfﬁsedg
For independent grgupsi‘thé tequiied difference between means

is found bybtﬂmputing:¥

1,96 (S.E.M.)

=

2

where N]_and N_ are the number of pupiis in Each;gfcyp; S.E.M. .

2

- ",refers to the standsrd error of measurement found in Ehe test

Vmanusl which Davis. EG351ders adequate far genetal use.

For dvefiappiﬁgvgfﬂups, theﬂfaquired'valﬁe is found by com=

puting:

2] |

© 1,96 (S.E.M.;

“sub Ctot

wﬁaze Nsub i=s the number of pupils in the Eubgféup aad Ntét
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- is the number in the total group. .
d;~” ' Thérfallawing:diSEussiaﬁ is based overall on Tables l—@x,

" in Appendix A, which provide general summary data for reading =

and Mathematics separately, by FT groupings/models, grade, and

school year. An explanation of the information contained in the

table cells 1s shown on the page.preceding Table 1.

-Asrﬁatgd-inxthévTﬁtf@duztian, each segment éf"thejéiscugsiﬁﬁsfi

e o ‘ that follow presénts_l??ﬁ%;97§ data only initially, and théﬂ_éhé;“’;;j

pattéfn_éf performance across the Svyeéts,nl97151972.éhrnugh7‘

©1975-1976.

B. Comparison Indices

‘1. -Analysis of National Percentile Rankings Corresponding to Mean

. Seore

Two major-conclusions in the 1974-1975 report on cross-sectional

2.

" achievement in Follow Through (ORE Report #7664) were: = R *H:ﬁi

(1) The positive program effects observed in Grades K and 1 -

in 1973-1974 have been extended to Grade 2 in 19741975 -

for the total program éggtégaté;

(2) Across Grades K-3, the three highest raﬁkiﬁgrmaﬁélst

are the Behaviér Aﬁalysis'(BA); Parent ImplaméntEdV(PI};i~ff'Aﬁ

and Bank Streat,(BS).

Sl e ew L0 ... The statements that follow will focus on these conclusions as. .
the basic frame of reference for discussing both 1975-1976

performance alone and then in.analyzing the entire performance -

“““Mwuf} f~f; e - “ ;_21u ’

\‘1 ' - - . a4




pattern across the five years, 1971-1972 through 1975-1976. 1In

light of the above, while 1nfcrmat1§n regarding Cfade 4 performance
is. supplied in cgngunctien with that for all gther grades ‘in |
Appendix A, and in sunmary tablas in the text the principal
concern of all the discussions in this section will be K=-3

perférmange. ~Ihe essential reasons fgr this are: (1) data for

Grade 4 have aﬂly been included in the achievament aﬁalyses since -

197491975 and the rationala for inclusion then was that they

wauld ﬁcnstitue pre-program, baSEliﬁE information prior to the

introduction cf the program at that grade 1eve1 in April, 1975,

(2 for fiscal reasons the pragram in Grade 4 was Gnly allowed to

function for one year and had to be discantinued after 1975-1976,

and (3) thé resulting siguatian is that data for the k-3 span

fcrm the Dnly stable and enduring context far discussion of .

- §r935=522ticnal achievement at this point. -

a. Schaal Year 1975 ~1976

Total Follow Th:@ugh (TFT) in Mathemat cs In i975§1976
has maintained the positive effe:t ﬁéted last year in" -
réaades K-2, with méaﬂVEOﬁSiEtéﬁtlY achE"EhEFSDtE
 §§§;eg tile (Eéﬁh _60th and 54th in K, 1 and 2 gespectlvelv)
‘and achieved the 45th percentile for the flrst time in
Grade 3. This represents improvament in percentile rank

at every gtade 1eve1 éxéept in Gfadewz (a 51ighﬁ decféasé

e frcm the 57th to the 54th) in gomparlsan with 1974~ 1975

(Fourth grade impfgvgd from the 19th to the 26th perceﬁtilg&

In Reading, TFT scored at the 77th, 62nd and 54th

22
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percentiles in K, 1, and 2, éﬁd reached the 39th percentile

R o o “for the first: time in Grade 3. Thisvmeans*iﬁvéampariSén S
with 197441975, improvement Dccuffedlin Crade ZIaﬁd 3, ‘
the 77th percentile was maintained in K, and the 62nd
pefcentilg was maintainéd in Grade lf (Fourth grade

impfaved ffam the Zﬁﬁh to the 29th §3122ﬂ;ilei)

The consistently highest achieving §gp§giér Analysis

- , - Model (BA) in Mathematics in 1975-1976 achieved mean scores

at the 64th, 71st, and 62nd and Szrﬁ perzenﬁile in Grédes
. K, 1, 2, and 3 respectively; substantially impfﬂéiﬂg

petfarmance”avét 19?4=1975 in K and Grade 3, while not
quite achieving the same level as the previous year in .~;¥
Gfaﬁes 1 and 2; VCF@uréh'gfade';mprévéd ‘fﬁém cheiiist , L
to the Zéthrperéentileg) In Eggéingriﬂ 1975-1976, BA,
had mean scores at the BDEh, 75th, 61lst and ﬁgtﬁ'péigentilest
:éépegtively écfass K-3; maiutaiﬁiﬁg Ehe sémé high_lévél
achieved in K in 1975é19751'maintainiﬁgrthe éama léVélbin
Grﬁde 3, but whiiE'stillvatzaining high peffgtmange 1évels"
in Grades 1 and 2, not réa&ﬁiﬁé the previons year's 126315,

(Fourth grade improved from the 3lst to the 34th percentile.) -

The Parent Implemented Model - (PI), which is the lone

single school model in the program, in Mat

:atics in
1975-1976 attained mean scores at the 58th, 43rd, 5lst

and 51st percentiles respectively for the K-3 span;

23
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'maiﬂtaining the saﬁe level-af'K performaﬁcé"aéhieved

in Gradea 1-3. (Grade 4 imprnved from t1 s1lst to the 34th'

pergentiie,), In Reading in 1975-1976, PI ébtained '

mean scores at the fallawing per;entile lev%zg, K—Si 7§nd

315t 56th, and 42ﬂd raspéctively, representiﬂg o substantiil
'lawering in perfarmance in comparison with 1974-1975,
especially in Grade 1.  (Grade 4 maintained the 34th

7 ?€?2§§€11E;)

Bank Street (BS) in Mathematics in 1975-1976 had the =
following percentile ranks corresponding to mean»sgé:es

“across K-3: 64th;,53:d, 57th and‘ 37th fegﬁeéfiﬁeljgfi
,maintainihg the gaﬁe’1&631'55fin'1974519is,5ﬁ K aﬁd éréde
"3, impraving over the previpus year in Grade l ,an& not

‘quité on -a par with it in Gtade 2. (Grade 4 impfﬂved framA

. the 27th to the 29th percéﬁtile;) In Reading in 1975=1975

- BS had mean scores acroes K-3 at the f@llﬁWlﬂg perééntile =

\U—‘

,al 8 SDth Ech EGEE and 29t h Tes pectlvely, maintain=

ing the same 1ev31 at K as iﬁ 197451975, subatantially

rlmpraving avaz the previaus yéar in Grades 2 and 3, but

" not quite atzalning the same. 1evel in Grade 1.7 (Gfadé 4' ;

'ramained at the BAth pergentileg) - ' . B

Among the remaining fcuf mzdels iﬂ Mathemat i,;,in,

§§ 76 (qur”da Eafent FP), in Grade 1 fram 44 (Billﬂgual

BI) to 66 (Philadelphia Pragesg, PP), in Grade 2 from

45 (BI) to S (EDC‘. FP, PP); aﬁd in Gzade 3 from 34 (EI)

wmn_ta 54 (EP)“““A genetal"p&tt&fﬂ af imp;; = 'iﬂ comparisgn

e 24




with 1974~1975 occurred in BI and PP, particul&rly the
~>1attéf. (Ea:h of the faur imprgved in Grade by 1975=197E

;percentiles raﬂge from 18 in FP ta 27 in PP ) Eeading

H'ranged~£ram EB’(Bi),t@:Bé‘(FP); in Grade-l,‘fme'44
(BI) to 71 (PP); in Grade 2; from 42 (BI and ™) to 65

: (PE), and in Grade 3 from 27 (BI) ta 42 (PP)

' comparisan with 1974—1975 PP impfnved substantially at
all four grade lavels,rsi and FP imprcved at Gtades K 2
3a d 1y 2 3 réspectiveiy, EDC imprsved at Grade 1,

>7(A§ Gfade 4 each model impravad except EDC whiﬂh remaiﬁed
the same as in 197451975,_;he,ranga was fram the 223& ;v

percentile in BI to the 34th in PP,)

PEffarmance faf l975—1976 can be summafized as fnllaws.:j

CL):',QL,;,igllow Through (TFT) in 1975 1975 Evidances

EOﬁSElidatinﬁ of- its pre%imusly attained high level af
éerfafmance across Grades Ksz i e., in b@th Hathemat1cs:fl;
and Reading across these graﬂes mean Ecare peffnrmancer’k:
715 never below the SDth pEfEEﬂtilE and iﬁ fact rangesr
“from the 54th to the 77th percentile. “TFT glsp.éxhiblﬁsit~;
: substaﬁtial.movement«Eowafd-SDthypéfcentiléfperfnfmanéé§;
in Grade 3 matheﬁatics, attaining the éSth percéntile
fci th, first time, and gantinues to improve 1ﬁ Grade 3
o Reading as wall achieving thé 39th perCEﬁtlle for the

firstrtimeg
25
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. 'i(g)

- Hgdel (PP)- hcwever, in both subject matte: areag while RERRIASS

kplace hag been taken over by thé Fhiladélphrg

In 1975“1975,_35 can be seen ffnm summing the raﬂks in

Appendix A the Behavigr Analysis Hadel (BA} continues
to- enjay the highest rank among the madels acrassf; , -
Grades k-3 in’ both Mathenatics and Reading: Second

cess

" the Eank Street Model CBS) retains third rankiﬂg in

bﬂth Reading and Mathématics., -

b. Across The Five Years 1971-1972 Through 1975-1976

' Tabig,Ia Pravides suﬁmary iﬁdigataié of,thé
numbef Qf times (exprassgd as an averall pergantage

in a Totals Qﬂlumn} each model and thé tatal

program impfcved, ar at least mgintained the Same' v

_pe:;entile fank iﬂ gamparisan with each

,praviaus year over the five ygar spani Table Ib,"

- displays summary cou of t he number af timés -

the perﬂentila ranks attained by eagh madal and :

the tatal program were at or abgve the SGth

natinﬁal pefceﬂtile.r The fallawing disgussinn

: f,vvfurther~characterises totsl~pragram'and»modél

“perfafmance across the five years.

AZ‘S
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Table Ta. Summary Inéig;cﬁrs Df»ImprVEmEﬂt in Percentile Rank in Mathematics M)
and Reading (R) (Actual versus Possible Number of Times in Fractions).

B - GRADES

Follow
Through | Kindergarten| Grade One Grade Tuo Grade Three Grade Four TOTALS
CGroupings M R ¥ R | M R | M R ] ¥. R ]| M R

BS 3/4 /b 1 3/6 - 3/u | 3/% 0 WA} B/ 3/ 1/1  1/1 | ik/17 1b/17
_ (.82) (.82)

BA /4 3/ | 3/ 3/ | o3/ 3/6 3/ W/} 11 1/1 | 13/17 14/17
. - (.fé} {.82)

BT | 34 WA | 3 e/ | A W | 3/ 3| o/ a/a | akar WAt

| (.82) (.82)f

EDC o o | am wm | am a3 | aw o | 1 1A |aenr 1sag
o . - (.11) (.76)

FP N Y Y DY, SR VI I V'S VI'S B VE SR VAN IR 5 V2 ¢ 14/17
, 7(ij6) (.82)

PI 3/3 2/3| w3 e/3) 2/3 2/3 )13 23 1 11 8/13  9/13
| (.62) (.69)

e | s e | owa e | wa oaa [ T3 ) A 14| asiy un
' (-88) (.65)

TOTALS | 20/27 20/27| 20/27 19/27{ 22/27 =22/27 |20/27 21/2T| /1 /7T
- | (.1h) (.7h) ) (.78)  (L70) (sal)gif?al) ﬁ;7h) (.78){(1.00) (%fDD), o
TFT sk u | owmowa|oamc o wa | sa 3| oa/a a1 | IWAT 16/1T

' (.82) {.9%)

Table Ib. Summary Indicators of Number of Times Across Years, Percentile
Ranks in Mathematics (M) and Reading (R) were at or above the
National Mean and (in Parentheses) below the National Mean
Having Once Been at or above It.
__GRADES. ) o I

Follow
- Through | Kindergarten Grade One | Grade Two| Grade Three{ Gv. = Four| TOTALS
Groupings| M R M R M R M R # R M- R

i

B | 3 4 w2 | 2 1 - - | - - 8 7

BA 3(L) 5 5 4 4 2 | 2 - = - 14 11

BI 1 3 b=t = - - - - = = 1 3

EDC | 3(1) 4| 3. 2 |2z 2 - - LSy 8 8




Total Follow Through (TFT), as can be seen in detail in
Tables 1-4 in Appendix A, and in the graphics in Appéndix B

(where TFT performance is represented by aIEOfizantal bar),

shows an overall pattern of improvemeant in natignal.pércentile

rank of the mean from year to year across the five years. This
trend is in evidénéé within each _grade of the K=3Tspanminmbot§
Mathematics and Reading. The trend lines are not "perfect" |

in every respect, i.e., there are some fluctuations (mhich may or
may not be a function of the different tests-involved), but the
overriding pattern is Déé of consistent improvement. 'in ﬁag“grat;cs
in 1971-1972, across Grades K-3 TFT percentiles ranged from a

low of 20 (Grade 2) to a high of 40 (Grade 1);in 1975-1976 they
ranged from a low of 45 (Crade 3) to a high of Eﬁ,(Gfadé K). In
Reading in 1971-1272, TFT pergentilesrazfass Grades K=3 showed

a range from a low of 20 (Grade 2) to a high ﬁf 48 (Grade K),while

in 1975-1976 they rangedrffgm a 1DW of 39 CGradg 3) to a high

o 77 (Grade K).

Since performance at Grades K and 1 has attained high national
percentile levels for a numbgf of years now, Grade 2 and 3
bperfarmanéé is of greatest égﬁgern. In this fESpEGtr TET in'Grader
2 Mathematics over the flve years shows improvement from the ?Oth
percentile in 1971-1972 to-the 54th in 1975- l975, and in Grade 3
from the 25th.in 1971-1972 to the 45th in 1975-1976. 1In Reading,
TFT in Grade 2 has also iﬁpf@ved from the 20th percentile in

1971-1972 to the 54tk in 1975-1976, while in Grade 3 the improvement

has been from the Eéph in 1971-1972 to the 39th in.1975-1976.
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Based on summaries of the rankings found in Tables 1-4 in

Appendix A. across Grades K-3 and across the five years 1971-1972.

through 1975-1976, the Behavior Analysis Model (BA) easily

ranks first in both Mathematics and Réading. The Bank Street

?hi;adélphiarEgacess Model ranks secand in Reading. The EDC -

model ranks third in Mathematics. In Mathematics, ranks four,
five and six are held respectively by the Florida Parent (FP),

the Philadelphia Process (PP) and the Bilingua al {BI) models.

Reading, EDC, FP and BI are found in ranks fcixuri five and six

-respectively. (As noted in Appendix A, the rankings were appl

In

ié&rr

to only six of the seven models, i.e., those six for which data

were available for each grade, K-3, each year of the five year .

span, 1971-1972 through 1975-1976. The Parent Implemented Mod

el

7(PI)iw§ﬁg_;§ne single school model, was, thér?féﬁetrp§§miﬁgiﬁdedi

in the rankings because no data were available for 1972-1973 as

explained in the appendix. PI would have high inter-model
rankings in 1971 1972, in 1973-1974, and again in 1974-1975, b
not in 1975-1976, as already noted.) Further descfipﬁién of

performance of the BA Model and the other three models which

ranked second or third over the five years follows.

In Mathematics in 1971-1972, BA's lowest percentile rank
was a 28 in Grade 2; its highest, a 52 in Grade 1. In 1975-19
its lowest was a 62 in Grade 2; its highest, a 71 in Grade 1.

" In Reading in 1971-1972, BA's lowest percentile rank was a 23

in Grade 2Z; its highest, a 54 in K. In 197531975, its lowest
was a 49 in Grade 3; its highest, an 80 in K.

-18~ S
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- Table Ic. Summary Indicators cof Number of Times FT Model Mean Scores Were
' .. Greater Than NFT and TD Mean Scores, by Year, Across Grades,

Ala B/b
{Conparisons with Non-Follow Through Groupings) (Comparisons with Total Distriet Groupings)
£ : i nTro LA s 3 3L e : =I5

7 Mathematics Reading Mathematics Reading
K-3 | K=3 | K=4 | 2-4 | k=3 | k=3 | =4 ' - K 3

-5 1 k-3 -4 K-3 | K4 | k=4 3] K-3] K4 | K=4

1 12-73173-74) 74-75) 75-76| 72-73| 73-74)74~75|75-76| 71-72| 73-74| 74-75| 75-76| 71-72| 73-74 74-75! 75-76
BS| 00| 75} 70| 100| 75| 62] 8o { 100 0| 50| 90| 8o 0| 25| 70| 100
.BAl 871 100( 90 67 87f 75f 90| s0f 75s{1w0| 80! 90 25| 87| 8| 90
"BI| 37 so| 20| 83| 12 20| 50} 50 0 0| 40| 12 o] o 0
Epcl 25| 25! 60| 33| 25 60 o 25| 25| 40| 4o 0 0 C 0
FP| 25| 25| 60| 67| 25| 2 20| 133 0| 25| 20 0 0 0 0 0
PI}| - | 100| 60| 100 - |10} 60| 100] 75| 75| 60| 40| 50| 75| 100 s0
PP} 0| 50| 40| 33{ 25| 25 20{ 33| 25 0| 20| 40} 25| 25| 20| 60

nw o o

(2) If the above énalysis is conducted for the entire five year period,

the follow percentages result (Table Id).

- Table Id. Summa:y Indieatars of Number of Times FT Model Mean Scores Were Greater
Than NFT and TD Mean Scores, across Years and Grades, Expressed as
Percentages

Ala B/b

Mathematics Reading  Mathematics Reading
BS 84 78 58 53
BA 87 78 86 72
BI - 44 19 22
- EDC 37 25 33 )
FP 44 25 11 0
P 83 83 61
PP Co3 25 22 33

~
(K~

(3)'As shown in Table Id, for both subjects the Bank Street, Behavior
Analysis, and Parent Implemented models had greater mean scores ACTOsSs years
7-anérgradESrghan'their;carfespcnding NFT groupings at least 75% of the time, = . -




while the number of times the remaining four models had greater méanyscgres
(both subjects) was less than 50%. In comparison with corresponding TD
groupings, Table Id indicates the Behavior Analysis model had greater mean
icores appreciably m@ré=times (86% for math, 72% for reading) than any
other model. As shown in Tables Ic and Id, the Bilingual, Educational
Davelopment Céuter; aﬁdKFiéfida Parent models failed to obtain greater mean
reading scores than their corresponding TD groupings except in school yvear
1971-1972, when the Bilingual model mean reading scores were greater 127 of

the time.
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COMPARATIVE PERFORMANCE OF FOLLOW THROUGH MODELS IN READING AND MATHEMATICS
FOR THE THREE YEARS, 1973-1974 THROUGH 1975-1976, IN TERMS OF PERCENTAGES

OF PUPILS SCORING BELOW THE NATIONAL 16TH PERCENTILE (<16) AND AT OR ABOVE

THE NATIONAL 50TH PERCENTILE (250): (1) DIRECT INTRA-PROGRAM COMPARISONS,

AND (2) COMPARTSONS--EXPRESSED AS A FUNCTION OF RELATIVE PERFORMANCE OF

APPROPRIATE NON-FOLLOW THROUGH, TOTAL DISTRICT, AND TOTAL CITY GROUPINGS

1. Preliminary Notes

a. This part of the report deals with data for the last three school

years, when the same tests were administered, i.e., the SESAT for Kindergarten

and the CAT for Grades One through Four.

b. The following discussion, based on Tables 5 ﬁhrgugh 8 in Appendix A,
displaysdata for Reading and Mathematics separately, by:type of grouping,

grade, and school year. An explination of information contained in table

2, Analysis of Percentages in Lower and Upper National Pér;entilg RankAInggivals

The amount of improvement for each Follow Through grouping can be
shown by comparing the 1975-1976 percentages with the corresponding
percentages for the previous year. Improved results are defined as the

occurrence of two indications; no change or a decrease in the '<16' percentage,

Mn e

and no change or an increase in the '3250' percentage, Mixed results are

defined 456 the occurrence of one indication. On this basis, the Total Fc;lcw
Through grouping shéweé improved or mixed fesults for all ten subjacﬁégrade :
combinations. For model éfcupings{ the number of subject-grade combinations

that showed improved or mixed results varied from ten out of ten fcr,Bilingual

~ and Philadelphia Process, to three out of ten for Parent Implemented. The




number of subject-grade combinations for which results were improved or

mixed for each model grouping were: BS-7, BA-7, BI-10, EDC-6, FP-9, PI-4,
PP-10. (The comparable data for Distriect Follow Through gr@@pings were D2F-8,
D4F-6, D5F-8.) The number of subject-model gfauping combinations that showed
improved or mixed results for each grade were: Mathematics (X--4, Qne=é, Two-4&

Arfﬁéeé—é; ?dﬁt%7); Rea&ing (K*S; Dﬁésé, TW§¥5; Thféésf; Féﬁf;éjlﬁi

b. School Years 1973-1974 through 1975-1976

(1) Using the definition of 'results' given above, a comparison of
1973-1974 percentages with the corresponding percentages for 1975-1976
reveal Improved results over the three year period for all Total Follow

Through subject-grade combinations. In comparing percentages for model
groupings, improved results were shown for 57 out of 70 subject-grade
combinations. (Mixed results were shown for eight combinations:

BS=Grade 3 Math; BI-Grade 1 Math; PI-Kindergarten Reading, Grade 3 Math,

Grade 3 Reading, Grade 4 Reading; and PP-Grade &4 Math, Grade 4 Reading.
Poorer results were shown for five combinations: BS-Grade 4 Reading;

BA-Grade 1 Math; and PI-Grade 1 Math, Grade 1 Reading, Grade 2 Math.)

(2) The degree to which improvement persisted over the three year

period is revealed by the following table (Table IIa). The table

RS

indicates the number of times the '<16'.and 50' percentages improved or
remained the same compared to the corresponding percentages for the

previous year. The total possibilities are four for Kindergarten through

Grade Three, and two for Grade Four.

' Tor ease of comparison, the totals are shown as decimals (in parentheses)

as well as fractions.
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PABLE ITa.Summary Indicators of Improvement in '€16' and 'iEDipérEEDEQEES from
' Year to Year (Actual versus Possible Number of Times in Fractions) in
Mathematics (M) and Reading (R) .

GRADES

Foliow ' . S o
"Through Kindergarten | Gride One Grade Two Grade Three Grade Four - TOTALS
Groupings | M R | M R o R M R M R M R

- .B

o
[k
Ao
fome
bk
e,
A~
[
iy,
At
Lid
i,
.

Lk

374 374 U3/4 CU3f61UZiz 0/2 113718 11718

BA 4/4 4/4 2/4 3/4 2/4 2/4 4/4 4/4 2/2 2/2 14/18 15/18

BI e 36 | 26 as | 4 e 36 24 | 272 272 |15/18 15/18

é.rx; 2/4 2/4 73/4 z;/z; 2/4 2/4 4/4 /4 | 2/z 2/2 |13/18 13/18

A

3/4 4/4 | 2/4 3/4 3/4 474 4/4 3/4 2/2 2/2 |14/18 16/18

2/4 2/4 0/4 0/4 2/4 2/4 1/4 2/4 2/2 1/2 7/18  7/18

-]
(]

| ass i | 36 36 | e s | are 0 asa | 12 1/2 |16/18 15/18

TOTALS 21/28 21/28 |15/28 20/28 | 20/28 21/28 | 23/28 20/28 {13/14 10/14

aﬂs=§==C5151==(f?5)5:{15§)m=fw7i4;*Gf?l?*“(f?S}é*GTE;)*‘C??lj“’f?QB)EZtTTIjé "

TF 4 3 3 3 3 3 4 4 2 2 |16/18 15/18
™ R (.89) (.83)

(3) As shown in Table Ila, the Behavior Analysis, Bilingual, ?léridé

Parent and Philadelphia Process models improved their '<l6' and '250'

percentages (compared to the previous year's percentages) more than 75% of the  '

tize for b@éh subjects.

(4) Having examined the percentages in terms of overall improvement and
persistency in improvement over the three year period, it would be appropriate
to compare them to the national percentages. The following table shows, for

each subject-grade combination, the number of times the percentages were
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. better than the corresponding national percentages; i.e., the number of times
oy , L
the '<16' percentage was below 16 plus the number of times the '=50' percentag:
was above 49. Additionally, the table indicates the number of times the
percentages failed to maintain an improved condition having once attained it.
E.g., Florida Parent Grade Two percentages for mathematics were better than
"7 'the’corresponding national percéntages in three instances, but subsequently
failed on one occasion to maintain this improved condition. The table reveals
that upper grade performance is not on a par with the. lower grades, and-a rathe
wide variation in .the nurber of times the model grouping percentages were hefte
than the corresponding national percentages across subjects and grades.
(The tetal possibilities, by subject, are six for all model groupings.)
Table IITa. -Summary Indicators of Number of Times '<l6' and r&50" Percentageg were
Favorable, and (in Parentheses) the number of Times They were Unfavorahle
Having Once Attained a Favorable Condition, Across Years in Mathematics (M)
and Reading (R). '
Follow ) - ) - o -
‘Through | Kindergarten Grade One Grade Two Grade Three Grade Four TOTALS
Groupings | M R M R M R M R M R M R
BS 4 6 4 4 4 1 - - - - 127 7L7L
BA 5 6 6 6 5 3 3 = - - 19 ) 17 )
BI 2 6 - - - - - - - . :g 6
EDC 4 5 5(1) 4 4 3(1) = e - - 173_ Lé
FP 6 6 4 1 3(1) - - - 7- ) - 13 ) 7
PI 5 6 3 4|6 s s - - -l 19 15
PP 3 5 5 6 2 4 1 - - = 11 15
TOTALS 29 40 27 25 24 18 9 0 0 0
TFT 4 6 5 6 4 4 - - - -1 13 16
’ 35
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(5) As shown in Table IIb, the '<16' and '¥50' percentages for the Behavior

Analysis and Parent Implemented models were favorable an appreciably greater

that performance in Grades Three and Four, particularly in reading, is not

on the same level as K-2 performance.

3. Analysis of Percentage Difference Comparisons

a. School Year 1975-1976

As noted on the page before Table 5, a letter code in a table cell indicates
;hst'thé percentage displayed is more favorable than the ﬁorréspapdiﬁg pergenﬁage
for certain other grcupings. Comparing the group of letter codes in each pair
of cells for 1975-1976 with the corresponding pair for the previous year, reveals
éhat of the ten Total Follow Through grcupingrsubja:tsgfadé coﬁbinatians, éight'
improved or remained constaﬁt, one fell off, and for one no definite

conclusion is possible. Similar comparisons for the model groupings reveal a

—variatiﬂnﬂinximpfoved‘af*gangtaﬁt*rESﬁIEs*ff@ﬁ”ﬁiﬁé;ﬁf*Eéﬁfgﬁﬁjectégfadé
é@mbinatians forrEiiiﬂgual and Florida Parent to five of ten for Behavior Anélysise
fhe number of subject-grade combinations that improved or remained constant for
each model grouping were: BS-7, BA-5, BI-9, EDC-7, FP-9, PI-6, PP-8. (The

results for District. Follow Through groupings were: D2F-7, D4F-3, D5F=8.)

b. School Years 1973-1974 Through 1975-1976

(1) The following table reveals the number of times each model groupiﬁg
:attainad more favorable percentages than appropriate Non~Follow Through
éf@gpings (letter code 'A' or 'a') or District Summary groupings (letter
code 'E' or 'b'), expressed as a percentage of total possibilities, for each
éf the three years. (For model groupings BS, BA, and BI; an 'a' or 'ngi:
was considered one-half of a possibility.)
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Table Ilc.

o >
Summary Indicators of the Number of Times FT Model '416' and '=50'
Percentages were More Favorable than Corresponding NFT and TD Percentages,
by Year, Across Grades, Expressed as Percentages. '

Ala B/b

__(Comparisons with TD Groupings)

MATHEMATICS

READING MATHEMATICS READING

BS

BA

BI

[ ®3 [ R4 | 2-4 | k-3 | Kb | 2-b | K-3 | K-4 | K4 | K-3 | K4 | K=&
|73-747] 74=75 1 75-76 | 73=74 | 74=75 | 75-76 | 7374 | 74=75 | 75=76 | 73=74 | 74-75 | 75-76
87 90 | 100 69 70 | 83 62 95 90 31 70 70
o4 | 85 | 67| 75| 95| so | s | s | s | e | 85 | so
69 | 25 | 83 | 31| 15| so | 25| o | 35 12 | o o
25 | 0 | 33| o so| 17| 25| 4| 20| o 10| o
25 | so | 67 | 25| 10| 1 | 25| 30| 20| 12| o] 10
100 7567 100 | 100 | 70 | 100 | 100 | 90 | 60 | 87 | 100 | 8o
50 | so| so | 25 | 30| 10| 12| 20| s0| 25| 40 | 60

(2) 1f the above analysis is conducted for the entire three year period,

the £

Tahle I1d.

ollowing percentages result (Table I1d):

Summary Indicators of the Number of Times FT Model '<16' and '=50"
Percentages were More Favorable than Corresponding NFT and TD
Percentages, Across Years and Grades, Expressed as Percentages.
Ala B/b

Mathematics

84

84.

20
29
25
82
29

Reading
54
79
4
4
7
89
43

Mathematics Reading



(3) As shown in Table IId, for both subjects the Bank Street, Behavior
Analysis, and Parent Implemented models had more favorable '<16' and '250'
percentages than their corresponding NFT groupings an appreciably greater

number of times than was the case for the remaining four models. In comparison
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SUMMARY COMPARISON INDICES: COMPARATIVE PERFORMANCE OF FOLLOW THROUGH

MODELS IN READING AND MATHEMATICS ON THE BASIS OF RANKS REFLECTING (1)

THE PERCENTAGE OF TIMES (FIVE YEARS) THE NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK OF THE

MEAN EQUALED OR EXCEEDED THE SOTH PERCENTILE, (2) THE PERCENTAGE OF PUPILS

(OVER THREE YEARS) SCORING BELOW THE NATIONAL 16TH PERCENTILE, AND (3)

THE PERCENTAGE OF PUPILS (THREE YEARS) SCORING AT OR ABDVE THE NATIONAL

50TH PERCENTILE.

1. EegggnggggWQE;T;mgsiEagiggi; Mean Exceeded

a, Table IIIa below, derived from Tables 1 through 4 in Appendix A

) displays the number of times the national percentile rank for each FT
model equaled or exceeded the 50th percentile, hy subject, across grades .
for the five yeéf period, expressed as a percentage of the total pos-
sibilities. The display is approximately to scale, simultaneously
ranking models and indicating relative distances between ranks.:
Table-II-la-—Scaled-Display--of-the-Percentage-of—-Times—FI-Models—equaled——

or Exceeded the 50th Percentile, Across Grades for the five
Year Period, 1971-1972 to 1975-1976.
Mathematics Reading
% Model 4 Model
100—5— . 100—1——

64 __| BA

50 | p1 50_| BA
a1 |l 41 | 2 o
i , - 3g=tpI R
36__| BS/EDC _ .
321 pp » 3y 3T NG,
. 18 | Fp
14_1__BI
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b. Table IIIb below, also derived from Tables 1 through 4, displays the

number of times the national percentile rank for each grade equaled or

exceeded the 50th percentile, by subject, acr@sé model groupings for the

five year period, expressed as a percentage of the total possibilities.

The display is approximately to scale again, as for Table IlIa. -

Table IIIb. Scaled Display of the Percentage of Times each Grade
Equaled or Exceeded the 50th Percentile, Across Model
Groupings for the Five Year Period, 1971-1972 to 1975-1976.

Mathematics : Reading

% Grade % Gfadé
10— 100—— .

53 _| _XK/One

S 38 | One

x 261 Two
18 | Three

O——Four 00—l Threce/Tour
c. As shown in Iablé Iiia, the Behavior Analysis model equaled or
exceeded the national mean at least one-half of the time for béﬁh subjects,
while the Parent Implemented model did so for mathematics aﬁthaif of
the time. Table“ii?b reveals thét Kindergarten classes (acraSs queis)r
equaled or exceeded the ﬂaticnal mean a majority gfrtimés for both "
subjects, while Grade One did so for mathematics. Additionally, Table
IIIb reveals a tendency for national percentile ranks to be lower for

the higher grades. ' 40
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Rankings by ngcantaggs‘iﬂ Légg;,ané}ﬂgpeirﬁgtianalrPeféentile Rankﬁlntat?31§  .
"Tables”IIIC ahd'IIId bélgwﬁare dérived frém'Tableé 5 chraugh 8 in Appendix A andf
Vrank the model groupings on the basis of percEﬁtages of pupils in feading and

mathematics scoring below the natiunal 16th perceat;le and at or abcve the

national SDth percentile;;by grade, across the last three SEhQOl years,'1973sw -

A 1974 to 1975*1975 Thé rank far:éach'médelégrade énmbinationbwés detérmine&ir .

by obt iniﬂg ygarly ranks, surming them across mcdel—grade tomblnatians, and rank
ing the results.' The 'Across Gfadés ranks were obtsined by summing yearly ranks
 §¢£§55 grades and ﬁankiﬁg the- results. (Tie ranks were aver aged, Ehus two m@del ;

groupings tied for second are Each given a rank of 2.5.)

- TablE‘IIIC. Ranks by Percentages Below the National 16th Percentile, 1in-

Matrhematfics (M) and Reading (R) Across the Last Three’ Years,
1973~1974 to 1975-1976 - ,

" NOTE: A'rank of 1 indicates the percentage was lowest; 7§£HE per:éntége

was highest. Lower percentages below the létP perQEﬂtile are assoc-—
‘iated with higher perfarmance -

R Kindetgéfteﬁ “Grade Dner Grade Two | Grade Three | Grade Four | Across Crades
v ro o w om om r | o®m fw R | ow R

BS | 2.5 4 |2 55 |4 5 5 3.5 2 1.5 |.3 4

s 2 |1 17 11 |2 o1 1 5 2 1
sl e 7 7 ) P P s 7 | 7 7

e 7 6 - 4 4 |5 4 0 5 6 5.5 6 6

7F§ 1 3. 7777'6 5.5 |2.5 6 g 7 6 777; 7775.57 ] & 5 .
Tpr| 2.5 1 s 2.5 1.5 1 2 11 s | 1 2
e |ls s |s 2 6 3 |3 3.5 |4 &4 | s 5




Reﬁke by Perc teg s at or ebeve the Netionel 50th Percenti?e o
in Mathematics (M) and Reeding (R) Aereee the Leet Three Yeere‘f'”’
1973= 1974 to 19 75 -1976. B - - . o

© . NOTE: A renking of l 1ndieetee therpereenEegerwee higheet 77'the -
: - . percentage was lowest. Higher percentages at or above the
- SDth pereentile are eeeocieted w1th higher performance.

':?*;7’f§iﬁaee§etﬁee Grade One | Grade Twe’ Grade Three Aéredegﬁgﬁrw ee:eee,éfeﬂeegui;ﬁﬂ
[ £ VORI WRNE I RENE Y L S AR S [ A B R S
Bs| 3 4 |3 3 43 s |4 4 |1 4 3 4
BA{ 2 2.5 v i1 (s 1 e o3 11
31 6 7 B %7;:gh;; 7 Eiflrgi 77 ‘ 7&5 5;57 '7“; 7774W -

Ec| 7 6 |5.5 5 05 4 |5 s 35 6 5
FP| 1 1 s 1 le 7 le. s 6.5 6.5 5 6
PI 4 2:5 B ELE 4 jéii 73 1.5 2.5 ; 77 27 o -2 éﬁ i
|5 s |z 2 |as 2 |3 2.5 |5 1 b 2

,b;t Tﬁe renkiﬁg for eeeh medel—eubj ombinetien across gredee end

. yeere ( Aeroee Gredee eelumn) in Teble IIIc ie quite eeneietent w;th
the eerreependlgg eenkiﬁg in Table IIId. Additicnelly, wiehin the
ee:eee Gredeej,eo;umﬂ of each table, the ranking for mathematics 1is 7 
quite eoneietent withthat for reedlng fer eeeh}medel egeept,forgthe

hiledelphle Pro;eee Model, where the rank difference is two Betﬁeeﬁ

,the ewa eubgeet areas in both tebleeg
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vSumma:z,aﬁd Conclusions -

S

A brief summary- fallﬂws which makes pattlaulaf refereuce to PART 1 .

v2 f'fiﬁdiﬁgS, since thase can be. taken as repfasantative nf thcqe faund thraughoutz

thévrépcrt,' For the- tntal pfagram anﬁ ;hén far each mﬁdel, summary data

';”iare ihﬂ;uded in ghe follawing arder' (1) pérfarmance; K—B, cn the basis éfi:j
, cf-the pergentile fank Df mean s:areé attained over thé five years;';3}1 
CV197;§l97' hfough 1975—1976 (Z) far R Entire five year periad therhr
Vjpércentage af campatisons (K—B for the most patt but K—A in lS?é 1975 l  ‘iﬁu

’ "and 1975=1976) in which mean. scores equaléd or' exceeded the' ﬂational ﬁééﬁf;

CSDﬁh percentilé), (3) far the fi : per 7 d alsa,_tha pereentage éf ; 1“ )
ﬂ.ccmparisnns (KBB but K—A as noted immadiataly abave) An- whigh maan sgores _ﬂ;=

exceaded those - nf ﬁha appfnpriate Nanngllgw Thrnugh (NFT) graupings,_amd fsﬂ”é

‘(4) again fof the five yaaf period, the §argEntage of c@mpariscns (K—B§ o

-~ but K—é as noted abcve) in whlah mean scores exceedad thés Df he apprapriate
Total District (TD) graupiﬁgs or the Tatal District 1 to 6 aggrégate (TDL 6),;

Qf‘éhe Total City (1C). ’ ' ,,ﬁﬂ_;t R

. Tatal Follow Through (IFI) (1) In both Hathématiésdaﬂd Raaﬂing,‘

7 WiEhiﬂ each gtade of the K=3 span, TFT shdwé anfﬂéérali,pattéfn;of‘
Vrflmprcvemant in. the natianal PPfEEﬂtll? ranP PQFT?SPDﬂdeg Ta the mean'
'j.achSS'the five years. In Math im 1971-1972, percen&i;es raﬁgea fram a';
low of ED (Grade 2) to a high o ,f 40 (Grade 1); in 1975 1976 they réngéd -
from a ‘low of 45 (Grade 3) to a high QE'EA (Grade X). In Raadlngyiﬁ’f"

1971—1972 percentiles -ranged agaln frmm a low of ZQ (Grade 2) tn a high.af}'i

48 (Grade K); in 197S§l976; they ranged Eram a lcw Df 39 CGrade 3) to a 'Vf

high of 77 (Grade K). Particula rly ‘noticable is the 1mprgvement 1n
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'perfcrmanze in béth Hath and Reading recently iﬁ Grades 2 and 3. (2) Fur

;the fi e year perlad, percentilg% equaled or Exceeded the nati al mean in

?36? Df thé ccmparisons in Hath and in él/ cf tna ccmpariscns in Reading

'ffiagrass thE prggram gradES.r (3) Dver the 5 years, mean scoles excéedéd

;

" those Df Total NFT 1in 69% of. the Math EDmpafiSDﬂS and in-SOZ of those-in

. Readiﬁg ' (4) Comparable parcEﬁtages with fESpEthtD TDlsE were 33/ in
‘ s Math and 17% in Reading, while those in felation to TC were 11f and Eé in

L;’ Math and Raading respectively-

Bank Street (BS) (1) Acrgss the five years in the K-3 span BS ranks

: secand among tha m@dels in Hath and third in Reading. In Hath in 1971 1972,

-vits lOWEst percentile rank was-a 14 (Cradé 2), its highe%t a 32 (Crade 1)

v»:In 1975 1976 its lawest was a 37" CGrade 3); its highest, a 64 (Grade K)
u:T_In Raading in 1971=1972 its'lowest was alsa a 14 (Grade 2); its highéstr a
'_é?v(GHS&E,R);"IE“lQ?S#lQ?E ‘its lowest was a 39 (Grade 3); its highest an

. 80 CGrade E)g As one of thé'tép three models,‘it :ontrlbuted substantiallv,"A

‘t, the EDﬁtiHUDuS imprevement in TFT at all grade levels, 1 d ing Grades

7772 aﬂd 3. (E)FFgr the 5 years, BS pergénﬁiles equaled or exceeded the

;li¢ﬁatianal mean in 36% Df the Hath comparisons and in 31? af Ehe Readlng

37campariscns across the prcgram gradés.' (3) Durlng the 5 yeafs, its mean

k;'sgérés excee ded Ehnse of ‘the Districts z aﬂd 5 NFT. gr@upimgs in 847 of

';fthe Math campafisoﬁs and 1n 78? cf thase 1n Reading (4) Compai.ole

_ggrcenﬁages result;ﬂg fram.gamparisans with the ;wo.respégtiverTD»r

gréupiﬂgs were 58% in Math and 53% in Reading.
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Eehavior Analysis (BA) (1) Acrcss Gtadas KeB and 321955 ‘the 5 yeats,; 'f’

t BA easily ranks Eirst among the mndels in both Mathematigs and Reading

in mean s e perfarman:e, far out-distancing any of the gther mﬂdels at

' ?fthesé grgde 1§vgl§_ In Math : in 1971—197? EA'E 1awest percantlle rank was

"i :a 28 (Grade 2), its highest, a 52- (Gradé 1) In 1975 1976, its lowest was

g 62 (Grade 2), its highest, a 71 (Grade 1). 1n Reading in 197131972 EA'

5zlowest percentile rank was a 23 (Gradé 2), its highesg, 54 (Grade K)

SR 11975 1976 its 1awest was a 49 (Grada 3); its highest, an’ SD (Grad W) ﬂ‘

rvt:Much more than any other mndel BA seems to be a prime factar iﬁ the'v

g impfaved perfafmanae cf TFT at 311 gtade 1evels, especially in Gfadés E‘éﬁd :
(E) Qver tha 5 yéars,_BA percentiles equaled or exceeded thé national
i mean in Eéé of the Hath comparisaﬂs and SDX nf thase in Readiﬂg acrass thevii;ﬂ

'pragtam grades. (3) Its mean Scores for the 5 yeats exceeded those of

Co Distrigts 2 and 4 NFT In- 87%. of the Math and 78f of the- Réading gompari

,(4) Similar :amparisong with tha two TD gr ,Vpi gs yielded figufes of 867 c

in Math and 72% in BEEdlﬂg

':Eiliﬁruai (BI)? (1) This mcdel appears last in the K-3. rankiﬂgs ,”Vf“v
7’botﬁ Math aﬂd Reading across the five years. It has to be rezagnized
hawever, that gxpecﬁations ragsrding thlS mcdel'* parfatmaﬁce cannoﬁ be:f 1';
lreascnably set at the same. IEVEI as that for gther madels whose target
papulatians do not have to daal with a dual 1anguage problem. The mmdel f J
" has d@finitély impfoved over the years particulatly in Hath.v In Hath |
l,‘j ;n 1971-1972, BIN' lowest percemtila faﬁk was" an 18 (Grade 3)' highest,> ;
13,42 (Grade 1. 1In ;975é1975 its 1gwEst pe'éen;ile waslé 34 (Gradé 3), e
:itgihighest a 7§ (éfaﬂE k§;' In Readlng in 1971—1972 BI' 1awest peraentila;i‘
’_ was a 16 CGfgdé 2); its ﬁighas;,ra 36 (Grade'l); In 1975—1976 its 1awest v
: ;§g§:a ngCé:ade 3}; its highest, a 68 (Grada K?. (2) Eor the flVé year
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nperled BI pereentilee equeled or exeeeded the netienel mean  in 5/ of the -

;lfHeth end in 147 of the Reading eomperieons, ‘across the pregram gredee.

i [(3) Gver the 5 years, its mean scores exeeeded thoee of Dletriete 2 and 5

'fNFT greupings in 442 ef the’ comparieene in Heth and iﬁ 19% of thoee in

"-“Reeding (é) In eimilar eomperiecns with these two di tricts' TD greupinFs,

”'",BI ehewed higher means in 227 of the Heth eﬁd in Bé af the Reeding

”Qr:eomparisens.

'Edueetional Development Center (EDC) (1) Thie medel renked tiird

- fle Math and fourth in Reading, loekiﬂg across the 5 years at the E—B level,
’Mueh of its etending iﬂ perfermeﬂee seems to be the reeult ef imprevemEﬂt

) e,in.the 1eet.twe yeefe. In Meth in 1971=1972— EDC s loweet pereentile;renkvr
:;wee e'?Q (Grade 2); its ﬁighéSt, a 44 (Grede K) In 1975 lQ?E ite o
G'lewest pereeeﬁile was a 38 (Grede 3), while its higheee was a 59 (Grede l)
:ﬂ"in Reading in 197l=1§7? EDC s 1eweet pereentile was a 16 (Gtede 2), its

. ?,hlgheee, a 54 (Graee K) In 1975- l976, its lowest percentile was a 33
‘1'(Grede 3),_ite higheet, a 72 (Grade K) 7 (2) Fer the_flve,year pef;ed;

'ft’EDC pereentiles equal ed or exceeded the ne;ieeel meee iﬁ?SEElef:beth Ehee
lineeh and Reading’ eomperieene, eereeerthe program gradee‘i (3) Dﬁeflehe 5 .

K
f37Z'ef the Heth and 25% of ‘the Reeding eempefieone;f'(ﬁ) iﬂ eimiler'i
Viieemperisoﬁs with thie district s TD group, the resulte were 334 in Meter

but- 0% in Reeding.

FlpriéebPereEE‘(FP)z (1) The FP model ranked fourth in Meth and fifth -

in Reeding across Grades K-3 over the flve yeare. It hee 1mnreved, partleulerly

‘in Heeh. Tn'Meth in 1971 1972, its lowest pereentile renk wvas ‘a ID

:7i:(Gfadé l) its hlgheet, a 32 (Grade K). - In 1975 1976 FP's lDWE%e pEIEEﬂEle~
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'_’was a,37'(Gfade_3); its highest, a 76 (Crade X). In Reading_iﬁ 1971%1972,

E - FP'E léweét pefgentile'ﬁas a 14 CGfade 2)? its highést; a 48 (Graée K)g'

""»f_fin 1975=197§ its lowest was a 33 (Grade 3); its higheaﬁ an 86 (Grade K).

”r!ik(zy DVEf the 5 yeazs, FP's perceutilas equaled or exceeded the natigﬂal -'7’

HS  mean in 41? Df the Hath and 1Bé af the Reading camparisnns actass the prngramii

"grades.. (3) For the five year pericd its mean scares exceeded thasa af

- ffvtﬁerﬁi, 3 NFT gr@uping in 444 af the Hath cnmparisams and in - 25?

‘fj,af thase for Readiﬁg.. (4) When matghed against this district E TD gfauping,ﬁrf

’ the results were 11? favaring FP in the Hath and OZ in the Réading

,Qamparisnns_

Parent Implemented (PI): This ﬁodei'(a singl ehacl) could not be |

,

rréﬁgéd agross the‘five yéafsé‘bgcauée it_was not testéd in 1972&1973 as
explained in Ehe text- it Qéuid'habé fénkad relatively high am@ﬂg the other ??
models on Ehé basis of its perfgfmange in 1971=1972 1973- 1974, and 7
1974 1975 but prabably 1353 on the basis of 1975~ 1976. Iﬂ Math in
1971-1972, Pl s lowest percentile was a 36 (Grade 1), its highest atﬁé
(Grade E). In 1975f1975, its lawast percen;,l, was 43 (Grade 1); lts
rhighést, a 58 CGtaﬁerK)a In-Rgading'iﬂ7197lé1972,>?T's lowest ﬁercenéiléfi e

 was a 15’(Grééé"25;ritg‘ﬁighégg,’a—as (Gtade K)g~’1ﬁ71975—1975 its

‘ ,‘1awest percantlle was ‘a 31 (Grade 1), its highest,: 72 (Grade K).

"7:1n Math.and 72% in Reading.

(2) Over th% '5 yeats, PI'S pércentiles equalad or ewceeded the nstlﬂﬁal
 mean in SQé!cf“the Math and 39% of the Reading a@mparisﬂns, (3)=,§r
;_thé»S y;éf péfiod, its méan_scgresf, eded those of the Dlstrict 5 NFT
grouping in 832 éf the g@mpafisaﬁs in both Hath and Reading. (4) Iﬁ .

Eompafisan with thg district's TD group;“the raspactive;resulﬁs were 617
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Philadelphia Process (PP): (1) This model ranked f1fth in Math, but

ffjiseﬁcnd in Readiﬁg scrgss adas R—3 fﬁt the 5 yéar periad. IL s most
k:i-ﬁati:eable imprgvament was in 1975 1976. In Math in l97l—1972 PP's5
:Jl ' st percentile rank was a 15 (Grade 2); its highest, a 38 CGrade K)
‘::In 1975- 1976, its lovest vas a 54 (Gra les 2 and 3);'its‘high35t, a 66
llri(Gradg ;)f In eading in 1971 1972, PP’ s lowes ﬁércéntilérwaé'§ £3;:
"ftsrsde 2); its highest, a 58 (Grade K). In 197551976, iﬁg Lovest pe ercentile
"was a 42 (Grade 3) and its highest, an SD (Grade K). (2) Over the 5

yeafs, PP percentilés equaled or EYQEE&E& the natlanal mean In 32! of the

- Math aﬁd 417% of the Reading comparisans, across the grades. (3) Far the :

.. 5 years, its mean scores exgeeded Ehase of the DlEErlct 1 NFT nguplﬂg in

31£ of Ehe Math and 252 af the Réading comparisgns. (4) In falacign to -
this distrizt s TD grouping, the fESpEEEiVE resulcs were ?erinlﬁath and

" 33% in- Readiﬁg.

From the SQmmatylstatemegts abéve it iéréVIdent that the pflnflpal

" ccﬁclusiﬂﬁ to be dr rawn is Eﬁati while tha Total Pragram (TFT) shawg
::aﬁzlﬂuaus impravemeﬂt in Grades K-3 across the flVE years, it is the
' Behavi§r Aﬂalysis ‘Model (BA) which has pradu;ed the gréatést pésitiva' 

‘7 efféé§7§nfpérf§rmaﬁcé in these gradeé during this periad— . BA cons;sténtly

vranks first amang the madels in bath Math and Raadlng and by 1975§1§?5 -
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 had attained mean scores corresponding to the following national percentiles.
in Math across Grades K-3 respectively: .64, 71, 62 and 63, while the'«{
légcrfespénding parcentiles in Reading féf these gfades‘wafe: 80, 75, 61 and 49.

& The Eank.SETEEE ﬁéﬁel (BS) "on thé basis of its ?éﬁkingé (éécqﬂé in
Math and thifd in.Réading} agrasé E¥3Adﬁriﬁg this fifé»?éaf ?éfiéd;
- eﬁidences the greatest positive effect éfter BA. In’1975#1976'it:hédrwu
. attéined the following percentiles in Math across K-3 respe&tivély;f
64, 53; 57 and 3?, while its.per&eatilgs for these grades in Eeéding were: - -
SD,VEQQ 50 énd 39 respéctively.» (The Earént,lmplemented Model, (PI);WUf‘
Eégnd invane school enly, could not be ranked cvefiﬁﬁé fiﬁé years, because
it‘'was not tested in 1972-1973; it had ranked higﬁ among the,mgdéls rééentlyi,

‘on a year by year basis.)

éﬁé”five years and across K-3, principally because of improved perférmance,
in 1975-1976. PP ranked £ifth in Math, however, EDC ranked third in
Math and fourth in Reading, having improved substantially since 1974-1975.

-
- The Florida Parent Model (FP) ranked fourth in Math and fifth in Reading.
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Explanation of Cell Information, Tables 1-4

4

'Ihe number in each cell pregeding the dagh repfesents the national percentile

”'tank cotrespgnding tc the mean score attained by the grouping Cin the left—hand

,mafgin) for the school year at the Emp ‘of ghe calumn;, In the case of six of the
'tmadels (all exgept the Parent Implementad), an inte m@del ranking fnr the‘
2iidi ated school yaar follows the dash.* (Because of gpage consideratlans in the

’Eables, decimals Eave been cmitted frcm tied fankings ) ‘For exampla,‘Tf'lé 1

'shcws that the Eank Straet madel Kindergarten classes attaimed a mean mathamatizsv
score cor péndlng to a natianal perzentile of"26 -for the schcﬂl year 1971—1972

'and fanked Sth among the six models involved.

The letters shown 1in some cells indicate that the mean score ':tai'e, by
‘the Follow Thrcugh grouping in the left margin is greater (at a prabability less
than BE) than the mean score attained by certain other groupin g Ihé”letter'

code is as follows fof,thé latter groupings:

A= apprapflate NansFailow Thrnugh district gfouping, or both Ncn—Fallow
Through district graupiﬁgs in the case cf BS, BA and BI. |
éavaﬁg of two appropriate Non-Follow Through groupings.
B= apﬁfcpriate Total District grcuping; or both Total District groupings
in the case of BS,  BA, and BI. |
=" b= éﬁe of ;wa’apﬁ:gﬁtiaté Total District groupings.
C- the Total Non-Follow Through gr@uping;

D- the Total District 1-6 grouping.

m—]‘

‘ Tables 1-4 data for the Parent Implemented Model (PI) are presented
’separ tely below the main data table. .The PI data do not include ranking
information since the purpose of :anking 1s to capsulize model performance =
-across all five years, and PI data were not available for one of these years
(1972-1973). (Since there was no city-wide testing this year, data was
gbtained frﬁm naticnal evaluatiaﬁ Eest £iles, which did not include FI. )
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

R . I —

TABLE 1

1

NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANKS EGRRESPGNDING TD HEAN SCDRES; -

TNTER—MDDEL ANNUAL RANKING

R

or 'C’'

comparisons.

(W]
]

(Hathematics)
o o EINDESGARTEH, B _GRADEONE
4 2 , 4 il 2 . 4
L TA-72 72-73 | 7374 | 74=75 75=76 71-72 72-73 73-74 | 74=75 75=76
i~ NPR-R NPR—R BPRER NPR=-R NPR-R NPR=R |. NPR-R NPR=R | NFR-R NPR=-R
H "150-2 A | 45-5 60-3 AB(63-3 B
32~ 62-1 A [67-1 AB|74-1 AB|71-1 B . ..
32- 40-5"  [44-6  |44=6 | 44-6
4 1463 |55-2 AB|52-5 AB|59-4 B
42-4  |50~4 [66-2 AB|59-4
B 8] 38 40-5  |52-3 A |53-4 A |66-2 B
"D2F ag B |56 A |50 ABl6s4 AB| 72 B 40 50 A |55 ABI53: A |42
DQFV a2 70 A 144 AB}58 A |64 B || 50 B {58 A |65 AB176  AB|74 B
D5F | 26 38 38 A |58 58 40 48 A |51 57 A |59 B
TFT |32 D52 €38 c |58 cle6 40. |48 c |55 c [s9 cpE|60 bE
PIT| 44- B 44~ A |58~ 58~ 36~ 67~ AB[49- 43~
NOTES:
1. Data for Nen-Follow I’hraugh groupings Qﬁévailablg; hence no 'A%, 'a', or :'C'v
comparisons. - .
2. No ci;y—w;ée testing this year; hence no "B', 'b', 'D' or 'E' gsmpafisans. .
© 3.  Hote thkar this model (PI) had no data for 1972-1973 and was not. lncluded in »
i the rankings. . N
4.  Expansion program absorbed Naﬁ=Fallow Through groupings; hence no 'A', 'a’,



NATID‘IAL ,PERCRTILE RANKS CDREESPG‘{DI,NG TD H’EAN SCDRES

L RANEIEGS ASD MEAN SCORE EIFFERE“CE ED%PARISDN INDICATGRS

INTEEHMDDEL ANHV

(Haﬁhematics)

GRADE_TNO ' _'GRADEFOUR

o
I

fp

I

N og1-727] 72-737| 73-74 | 74-75 |- 75476 || 71-72" 72473”
NPR-R | NPR-R | WPR-R [ NPR-R | NPR-R | NPR-R | NPR-R.

BS {146 33sg A 40—2 Ab

Epc |20-3  |28-3  [40-2  |62-2 AB|54-4 AB[21-4 . |14-4

Fp 116-4 |20-5 |38-4 |57-4 A |S4-4 A [28-2 - [10-6' -

PP |16-4  |20-5 [38-4  [43-5 [54=4  [28-2 [14=4

" B2F |28 B |28 40  AB|51 - ABl45 2 123 A

<D4F |28 S8 147 B[69 AB{69 - ‘B35 .B |34 A

psF | 16 34 38 " A [s4 ABJ49 A 32 B |18 A

CTET {20 (|34 |40 57 cp|s4 ¢ {25 18

‘pr |38 B| - |51- AB|6s- AB|51- A [39- B

1. Data th NﬂneEﬁLLQE Through’ gfauplﬁgs unavailable, hence no 'A'
gampatisans. .

b 2. No city-wide testing this year; hence no ‘B' 'p', 'D' or ‘E' com arisaﬂs.;

3. Note that this madel (PI) had ne daEa for 1972*1973 and ‘was not iﬁ;ludéd An Ehe
raﬁkingsi N : ;

ERIC
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

TABLE 3

(Rgsding)

o
M

“71=72 72—73ﬁ 73=74 | 74-75-1°75-7
NPR-R | NPR-R | NPR-R | NPR-R | NPR-

BS 142-5 [64-1 A 62-2 AB [80<2 AB |80-3 B ||32-4  |40<2 A |49-3 a |64=2 AB|59-3 B.
S4-2~ |64-1 A |62-2 AB [80-2 Ab [80-3 B |{46-1 B |56-1 A"[66-1 AB|79-1 AB|75-1 B

26-6 - |36-6. - |54-4 . 62=E a |68-6 |36-2b |26-5 [43-5 |46-5 |44-6"

PP [48-4  |56-6 A |62-2'A |86-1 A" |86-1 - [[30-5 |23-6 ~ |35-6  [42-6 . |49-5 .0

L
e
2]
o
i
o>
Loy
[x]
S
o
~J
-~
o
nx
1o
[n'e]
wn
L’
=R
L
(=]
-
oy
v ]
&
v
[y
R
“~j
0,
Lo |

48 |s6 c|s8 c |77 c |77 Dp|l36 |36 c {54 c|ez-CDE|62 D

:Eié 48-. B 58~ A [80-  AB|[72- - ({30- 59-" AB| 64~ AB|31-

1. Data for Nan—Fﬂllaw Thraugh graupings unavailable; hence na,fA',;'a'f

er
- comparisons. ‘

£i Py

W‘

2. No eity-wide tEStiﬁg this yeaf, hence ﬂa.‘B‘,,'b?,"D‘_af‘?Ef :amparisans.?v

"~ 3. Note that this model (PI) had no data for 1972-1973 and was not iﬁEluded iﬁ;;ij

the rank;ngs.
| .

. or '"C" comparisons.

54

e

INQE “AND MEAN SCORE_ DIFFERENCE CDMPARISDN INDIEATDWE S
| 72273 | 73-74 | 74=75 | 75-76 -

-71-72
NPR-R | NPR-R | NPR-R | NPR-R | NPR-R' ' -

Tsucz [s6-& 48-5  [17-6 & [72-5 [|30-5 - |36-3 A |49-3 Skt A |59-4. 0

. 4. Expansion pfagram absorbed Non-Follow Through groupings; hence na,'Afg 'a', uj.rffx




NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANKS CORRESPONDING TO MEAN SCORES,

INTER-MODEL ARNGAL RANKINGS, AuD MEAN SCORE DIFFERENCE COMPARISON INDTCATORS
- ~ (Reading) B - ] )

GRADE_TWO GRADE THREE _GRADE FOUR _

9172 | 72-73 [ 773-74 | 76-75 | 75-76 {'71-7Z | T2=73 ["73=74 | 74=75 | 75=76 -1 -74=75- | 75-36...
NPR-R | NPR-R | NPR-R | NPR-R | NPR-R | NPR-R | NPR-R | NPR-R | NPR-R | NPR-R | NPR-R | NPR-R -

14-5 |23-2 a |33-3 a |46-4 Ab|50-6 AB|18-5 |14-4 a |25-2 a |28-4  |39-3 AB[34-L AB 34-2 AB

34 1 aB|72-1 AB|61-2 aB|26-2  |28-1 A |41-1 ab|49-1 AB|49-1 aB|31-3 ab|34-2 ab
BI [16-3 {20-3 a 23-6 39=5 a [42-5 a |13-5 12-5° |16-6 |17-6 27-6 a |14-5 |22-6 a
Epc |16-3 l16-4  [32-4 56-2 A 151-3 26-2 | 16-3 22-4  |33-3 33-4  [26=4 26=4

FP (1428 [12-6 - |24-5  |35-6 jaz-5  [23-4 | B-6 |22-4 |22-5 |33-4~ [13-6 264-5 A

PP {23-1 [14-5 41-2° 54=3 65-1 AB|29-1 24-2-A | 25-2 37-2 |42-2 32-2 34-2

- p2F {14 |23 35 A |2 40 16 |20 a2 a2z - [ 3|200 A |27 A

[
P
7

D4F | 28 38 46 76  AB|67 Bi32 30 A |43 53 AB49 B 34

D5F |16 - |23 32 48 A |50 = AB|26 B (10 . 29 A |30 |37 A |28 31  AB

TFT |20 23 35 53 ¢c |54 ¢ |26 20 27 33 39 l26 |29

I
>
[+

P | 16- 45- AB|60- AB|56= ABj4l- B 43- AB|45- B |42- AB34~ B34 B

A 1. Data for Non-Follow Through groupings unavailable; hence no 'A', 'a' or 'C' comparisons.
2. HNo city-wide testing this year; hence no 'g', 'b', 'D' or 'E' comparisons.
3, Hote that this model (PI) had no data for 1972-1973 and was not included in the
rankings.

A-4
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Expla@;tiqnﬂgf,Cellriﬁfgrmagiqg;‘?ables -8

The number in each cell represents the percentage of pupils in the left
margin grouping whose test score placed them in the national percentile rank

interval at the top of the column.

The letters shown in some cells indicate the percentage displayed is more
faforable than the corresponding percentage for certain other groupings.
That is, the presence ?f a lectéf(s) indicates ﬁhe percentage displayed is less
tﬁan thé‘EfoESpDndiﬁg percentage if the cell is in the '%<16' column, or more
than the corresponding percentage if the cell is in the '%250' column. The lEEEEf’~,
code is aé follows for the reference groups in the comparisons:

A- apptapriate Non=Follow Through gr@uping; a? both Non-Follow Through

groupings in th% case of BS, BA, and BI. S
a- one of two apprép,iaté Non-Follow Through groupings.

" B- appropriate Disérigt Summary grouping; or both District Summary

groupings in thé case of BS, BA, AND BI.
b= one of twa-appfaériate District Summary groupings
C-. the Total NonsFaélow Through grouping.
D- the Total Distri;t (i through 6) grouping.

‘= the Total City grouping.
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. PERCENTAGES OF PUPILS SCORING BELOW THE 16th AND AT OR ABOVE THE 50th

TABLE 5

NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANKS AND PERCENTAGE DIFFERENCE COMPARISON INDICATORS

~ KINDERGARTEN

(Mathematics)

GRADE ONE

1973-1974
7<15 Z%50

1974-1975
%<16

%250

— T
1975-1976~
Z<16 7250

1973-1974
%Z<l6 %250

1974-1975
7<16 %250

e
19751976~
2<16 %250

48 AB

10 AB

70 aB

18 a 44 a

B AB | 59 As

10 B.

55 AR

12 ab

64

8 AB

13b | 61 B

.1 A5 AB

| 20 a

.46 a.

.20

11 B

60 A

13 18

“m_
o

42 AB

27

o |
[V,
[c]

553 AB

52 AB

39

13

60 A

73 AB

62 B

42 AB

14

32 A

60 B

TFT|: 43 c

11 Db

16 C

36 CDE

13 58 DE

Expansion program absorbed Non-Follow Through groupings; hence no 'A', 'a' or. 'C'

comparisons.

Q

IQJ!::.

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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TABI&E'E

PERCENTAGES DF PUPILS SCORING BELOW THE 16th AND AT DR ABDVE THE 50th

NATIDNAL PERCENIILE RANKS AND PERCENTACE DIFFERE§§37CDMPARISQN INDICATDRS
(Mathemat 1c5) :

_GRADE TWO - GRADE THREE R GRADE FOUR__

1973-1974 | 1974-1975 | 1975-1976 | 1973-1974 | 1974-1975 | 1975-1976 | 1974-1975 | 1975-1976
%16 250 [<16 =250 |<16 250 |[<16 =50 |<16 =50 [<16 50 |<16 250 {<16 =50

BS [21 AB{37 Ab{10 AB|54 AB| 9 AB{52 AB{30 AB 27 Ab|27 ab |38 AB|31 A |40 AB|31 AB|23 AB|Z9 AB|28 AB

i BA |17 aB{52 AB| 6 AB|69 AB| 9 aB|56 aB|19 AB[44 AL|16 AB[59 AB| 9 AB|65 ABJ41 ab|20 ab|36 ab|27 ab

BI [33 a (27 a |27 a |36 A |17 a

18 A |44 16 31 A |34 Ableo 7 38 Ab zg‘Ab“

]

£
(%]
[

e
[
B

EDC |24 A [36 10 AB{539 B|15 A |51 AB{39 25 26 37 23 37 |48 ° |23 41 24

Fp {20 (30 |10 aB[51A| 7aBla9a f43 J19 |36 |21 |26 5 |74

]

44 A 11 A

PI | 9 AB|53 AB{ 9 AB|57 AB[ 14 A |52 AB| 8 AB}45 AB{10 AB|60 AB|13 AB|52 AB|27 AB|21 AB|18 AB|29 AB-

FP | 33 |4l A 22 43 12 A |52 33 A |28 A (24 44 W16 A°|57 AB|38 A |19 39 |25 .~

D2F |23 AB|39 aB[19 |50 AB{17 {43 la0 A |26 AB{35 |34 B|28 A |38 AB|46 AB[15 A |41 AB|25 AB

D4F 119 BI51 AB{ 6 AB|69 ARl 6 B|62 B|1B AB|45 AB|15 AB{58 AB{10 AB|65 AB}39 A 23 37 ;5_'~»
DSF |22 ABI37 A |15 A |47 A |13 AB|47 A |30 AB|29 AB|27 35 B|25 AB|45 ABJ43 14 25 AB| 27 AB
TFT {24 40 C |14 CD|53 Cpl 12 CDy51 CDJ33 C {30 C Zé_ﬁ 40 D (21 C (47 CDIAEV 18 i7c 24
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NATIDHAL PERCENTILE 'RANKS . AND PERCEN?AGF DIFFERENCE CQHPARISDN INDICATDRS

PERCENTAGES OF PUPILS SCORING BELOW THE 16th AND AT OR ABOVE THE 50th

KINDERGARTEN

(Readiﬁg)

___GRADE ONE

- 1975-1976

1973~ lQ?A

Zilé

197&=;975

Z—SD

. ;L‘l‘.‘l\ |

66 AB

19

58 AE 13 | 58

L]

69 AB

71 AR

42

50 A

67 AB

17

38

Tnd

71 AB

4 AB

53 AB

.12 AB

62 AB

66 AB

15 A

46

[
e
il
=]

71 AB

7. AB

73 AB

7 AB | 58 AB

i
~d
[

| -

17

56 AB

55 ¢

l4 C

56'c

'jgipaﬁsiaﬁ program absorbed Non-Follow Through groupings; hence no 'A', 'a', or 'C'
" comparisons.

Q

RIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

- 7573—4975.

7 - %<l6 )

ES SraE

a| 5 4B

AgI aB 55 a
Ebc 10 43
: ?F:P 7a.

T om

ppl12

D2F 4 AB

D4F ’

D5F

LFT| 8 CD

59

 1975-1976~

=]




PERCENTAGES OF P

TAELE 8

UPILS SCORING BELOW THE 16th AND AT OR ABOVE THE 50th-

NATIORAL PERCENTILL'EANKS AND PhRCENIAGE DIFFERENCE CDHPARISDN INDICATDRS

____GRADE THO

(Reading)

__GRADE THREE

GRADE

FOUR

1973 ;97&

<16

!SD

1974-
<16

1975
250

1975-1976

=16

=50

1973-1974
<16

=50

=16

1974-1975
© =250

1975-1976

<16

=50

1974~

=16

-1975

= _

’SD

1975-1976
<16 250

29 a

31 A

48 Ab

13 ab

47 a

33 A

20 A

26 .b

21

AB

31 Ab

22_33

31 AB

23 AB| 28 AB

g

49 AB

75 AB

11 ab

65 aB

23 ab

35 ab|1

43 AB

16

ab

44 aB

26 Ab

29 Ab

24 abl 30 ab

o
(=]

20

39

19 a

147

48

53

40

23 a

31

56 A

1Z A

47

43

33

29

|26

49 a |17
38 |26

10

29

16

37,

36

i1

11

35

43 AB| 9

B|55 AB

11 AB

51 AB{27

19 Bj3

\aﬂw

20

AB

36 AB

34 AB

21 AR

=
Ul

61

B

67

29

32-

31

[*]
Lo

46

42

33 A

21 A

17

3l

39 A

5 AB

80 AB

72 B

23

46

18-

15

45

48

34 A

22.

24

26

34

14

iz ¢

54 C

35

L]
[

29

25

36

25

27

O

ERIC
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APPENDTX B

GRAPHS OF NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANKINGS
OF MODELS ACROSS THE FIVE YEARS 1971-1972
THROUGH 1975-1976
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NAT I1ONAL PERCENTILE RANKS CORRESPOND ING TO MEAN SCORES,
SCHooL YEAR 1971-1972 (YEAR 1) THROUGH SCHOOL YEAR 1975- IBT(YEAR 5)

NOTE: The horizontal bar represents the percentile for the Total:
Follow Through grouping. The height of the vertical line
represents the percentile for the particular model.

BANK STREET MATHEMATICS

-100
90
80

RLI | |
60 o+
50 4

4o , - : .
i

30 =

mrE——-2ZmoDom-o
i
]

10

0 b—r SECE— N 1 | | SN B |
Year12345 Year12345 Year12345  Year12345 Year - 45
K'GARTEN GRADE ONE GRADE TWO GRADE THREE - GRADE FOUR

BANK_STREET-READ ING

100
90
8o

1
-
L]

60 K 1-

50

M -] 2Z Mmoo
[}
L
§
|

30 T R N

Year12345 " Year12345 Year12345 Year]2345 Year - 45
K'GARTEN - GRADE ONE GRADE TWO _GRADE THREE ~ GRADE FOUR
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NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANKS CORRESPONDING TO MEAN SCORES,

SCHOOL YEAR 1971-1972 (YEAR 1) THROUGH_SCHOOL YEAR 1975-1976 (YEAR 5)

NOTE:

100
90
80
70
60
50
Lo
30
20

10

The horizontal bar represents the percentile for the Total

Follow Through grouping.

represents the percentile for the particular model.

BEHAVIOR_ANALYSIS-MATHEMATICS

i

The height of the vertical line

100
90
80
70
60
50
4o
30
20
10

0

K'GARTEN

Year12345

Year 12345
GRADE ONE

BEHAV 10R

" Year12345

GRADE TWO

ANALYS | S-READ ING

Year 12345
GRADE THREE

Year - ES'
GRADE - FOUF

Year 12345
K'GARTEN

77Year123h5

GRADE ONE

Year12345
GRADE TWO
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Year12345
GRADE THREE

7Year - 45-

_GRADE FOU



NOTE: The horizontal bar represents the percentile for the Total
Follow Through grouping. The height of the vertical line
represents the percentile for the particular model.

BIL INGUAL-MATHEMATICS
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NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANKS CORRESPOND ING TO MEAN SCORES,

SCHOOL YEAR 1971 -1972 (YEAR 1) THRDUEH SCHDDL _YEAR 1375 1975 (YEAR 5)

NOTE: The horizontal bar represents the percentile for the Total
Follow Through grouping. The height of the vertical line
represents the percentile for the particular model.
EDC-MATHEMATICS
100
90
80
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NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANKS CORRESPONDING TO MEAN SCORES,

NOTE:

The horizontal bar represents
Follow Through grouping.

the percentile for the Total
The height of the vertical line

represents the percentile for the particular model.
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FLORIDA PARENT-MATHEMATICS
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NAT|ONAL PERCENTILE RANKS CORRESPONDING

scHooL YEAR 1971-1972 (VEAR 1

TO MEAN SCORES,

THROUGH SCHOOL_YEAR_1975-1976 (YEAR 5)

o

NOTE: The horizontal bar represents the percentile for the Total
The height of the vertical line
represents the percentile for the particular model.

Follow Through grouping.
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PARENT |MPLEMENTED-MATHEMATICS

K'GARTEN

100
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Year123hs

Year12345
GRADE. ONE
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Year12345
GRADE TWO

Year12345
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N
L]

Year - 45
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" Year12345
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NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANKS CORRESPONDING TO MEAN SCORES,

SCHOOL YEAR 1971-1972 (YEAR 1) THROUGH SCHOOL YEAR 1975-1976 (YEAR 5)

NOTE: The horizontal bar represents the percentile for the Total
The height of the vertical line
represents the percentile for the particular model.

100

M e = 211 O ST TD

90
80
70{
60
50
40
30

20
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Follow Through grouping.

PHILADELPHIA PROCESS-MATHEMATICS
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FDLLDV THRDL!GH (ESEA "TITLE 1 CQMPGNENT)
' Abstr‘act o :

'ADMINISTRATOR: . j Leantme D. Scott -
HEADQUARTERS_ - 'Room 510, 21st Street aﬁd F’arkway 7
TELEPHDNE ... 289-7659
. PBRS CODE:.- .  611-01(02) - 599,! 611-01 (Dz)eﬁii 611 14-748
©. OPERATING YEARS 1968-1976 - Lo T -
GRADES S:RVED_ s K=4. =
NO. OF PUPILS: " 13, 161
‘NDLGF SCHDDLS 4y : : R
NO. OF EMPLOYEES: Professional’ 115 F‘araprct‘essmnal 419, Cleru:ai L E
.~ CURRENT BUDGET:. Regular $5,119,000, Summer $335, 000, Total 45,454, gao
.SERWCE PRC’VIDED Seven of the 22 Follow Through ‘models are Fepresented in”
PR B T . S S F‘l"ailadelphiajach model=sponsor_ Eaﬁtrazted to providé
San o ’ .- staff-development and caﬁsuitmg services.for xmplemematmn", R

~of-a specific instructional approach. Special fundingis =~

. provided to develop effective levels of parént mvalvernerit

" - and special supportive ‘medical; dental; ﬁsythalﬁglcal
B ‘social, and nutritional services forf pupllsi T
%‘EVAL,UATZDN;TEA@ Thomas McNamara, Judith Goodwin, James We!sh
R Anne Lukshus Jamce Atkms

':'!7,': [P I

C!BSERVED ACTIVITIES

o The aﬁtéﬂuEd 'n;sde sf npera*mn Dverall inthe regular pragram was partxa!!y
|ﬁplememad “The Bank Street Model was well implemented in -1975-1976.- The =~
Eeh:‘. icr: Ana!ysis Model continued to function well’ also, partn:utarly in two ‘of - :
'the t-~ee schools; the thlrd school was affected by some sponsor- —consultant =~
szhe*’ulmg prcblems Implamentatmn in.the E:hngual Mgdel thri:ughfbettér‘

sponsar 5uppart was car:snderably lmprgved Dver past years dhgwever, one.
Thé EDC Mﬂdﬁl"

rr'er‘.t,; fegardmg tne apprnprlate F@rm af emphazxs on the ba, 1
:heduhﬁg of home visits by parer‘:t educamrs cnntmued to pFDduCE better If‘np
tation- m the Ff;rida Parent Model.. ‘The two models using: the'iphn.adelphla
: ‘ructional approach - (Parent Impleme Vtgt;]“waﬁ!éf’ﬁlladi'p es
d improvements in implementation, due e;peclaliy to_better artic
:ubnhtles amnng lnstructmna! speclahsts ezpedxters prmc::pals and

pahcy adw:@ry c:ornrmttees [F’ACSJ WeT v
functioned smagthlyi_ The tambmatmn af mflatmnary EDStf' aﬁd retéﬁtmn caf fun ]




R Ievels from the previous year agaln affec:ted the surjpartwe servn:es ccmpnnent
"'amast severely. ‘prolonged negotiations to effect contracts. again: resulted in fack-

. “of services at the beginning of the school year. (Ele::ause one school did not -

. suomit the requested report fc:vrms sta'emer‘its in this report about. the attamrner\t -

—oof Gb]ectwe; il- 17--suppartwe SEWICES and parent mvc!vemém——are based t:m '
: data frcm 17 EEhDD]S mstead of 18. ) -

The expansmn pragram, already adversely afﬁacted by a “ﬁ'eezmg“ af'Tntle 1

- funds the previous year, experienced another long "freeze" period this year, .- :
~which hampered the hiring of necessary. staff in Erﬂde 1 and the pur‘«:hase of -

requnred instructional materlals By the End of the year, the project had. attalne

satisfactory implementation in kmdérgarten but ﬁrst=gra§e rmplementatmn, s

3 . attempted for the first.time this year, was not fully satisfactory.- Among vanaus

o ;apﬁr@aihes a local adaptation of the Bank. Street currlr:ulurn and methud ' ‘

E (“Qpnen 14"3 was the best xmplememed AR S D '-;;'____’;_;_f:;”

. ,”f' ATTAINMENFQF EJBJEET!VE; '

; : -Fupll Achlevement :

i‘}ble;tl ve 7 fn rhe February 1976 citymde admlmstr'atmn af the Staﬁfard Ec;'riy
School Achievement Test (SESAT), all k:nder‘garten pup:ls in each of at least -

© five of the seven, models in the regular prcgr'am and in at Ieast 3/4 of the Sz;:ha::!.s

i the Expansraﬁpﬁjgram in each disz:wct will obtain mean raw scores in the:
Letters ind Sounds and Mathematics Subtests that fall w:thm ‘the same ﬂatmm:rl

' pu;:’ul Stcnine as those ob tained by the total kindergarten group in the some fnadels
e:vnd sx:hcrcl; on the SESAT r:dmlmstér'ed in February 1975. o S

‘ This nb;z‘:c:twe was. ?ttalﬁﬂd Fwe Df the seven mc:dels aﬂd 3/14 t:f the expan%ncn
'sch@alh scored at least as high as the same national stanine. in these kmdergarteﬂ
: Subtésts in 1976 as in 1975: a nurﬁber Qf’ mcdels aﬁd s:hauls had hxgher‘ Stamﬁes f'

ST} 1975 than in. 1975.

'Qb[é‘t:fl\v’ﬁ 2 In the February 79?5 c:tywtde ﬂdfﬁlﬂlﬁff‘dtl@“? af the SESAT a!l
' kmdergﬁr'tgr pup:ls in each of at least five af the seven models.in the reguiﬂr' :
_'ﬁragr‘am ‘and in ot least 3/4 of the schools in the expansion program-in"each:
- district, will obtain mean raw scores in the Letters and Sounds and. Mf**herﬁat
“subtesis that are SIQnIfn:antly higher (p<.05) than those obtained by the total
“k mder‘gaften group. in egch Eflstf‘ll:t in whlch the FESFJEEH\!E mc:dels end schaﬂls ,

are lo cat&d

s Thls Dbjé::tme was’ nat attamed Dn]y 2 af the 7 fﬁQdElS and 6 cf the 2‘3 E_,
schams had scores sigmﬁeanuy h:gher thaﬁ thew respectwe tatal dlstrlcts on
thcs;f.; kmdergar‘*eﬁ subtest‘s o el A s

124




Gﬁl ]EE!‘I ‘;’é“j In the Februar‘y 7 9?5 ci tyw:de adm;mstratn;:ﬂ af Lﬁe Cahfarma
: fﬁehnﬂe -Lr"itf'ﬁf Tests (’CA Tj all flrs t-gr-gcje pupils in each ::rf at Jeast ﬁjur cf

;‘,Ihe seven models m fhé r‘egu!ﬁr- program, and in ot least 2/3 af the sthz}els

in tha expansicn prsgrﬁm in.each district; will fjbtmn mean Achievement DEVEImeEﬂt;:’LEE

. Scals Scores, (ADSSs) in Vccabulary or Total Reading, in Computation or Total-
"Q,Mat:hematrﬁg, arnd in Tota. Language or Epellmg that fall within ‘the same n’atlanal

pupil. Sl‘aﬁ!ﬂé as z‘hcs:.e obtained b vy the total fi rstsgradé graup m the same mﬁdels Eﬂ‘
sc'hac:!s on :he C‘A T' gdmimstered in- Februcjry 79?5 : :

ThlS ijectwe was attamed The same—stanme expectatmn was met by sm af
B _‘jthe seven ‘models, and by more. than 3/4 of the expansmn schools . Fu—st grader‘s

“ina number DF the madel*‘ aﬁd szhagls sccred in hzgher SEEF’NHES in 1975 than ln
' ;,:1975 ' ~ o _ SR !

: Gb]e;‘tnfé 4 In .the February 19?5 c:tyw:de admmlstratmn ef‘ the C‘AT al] f;r‘sts
) ':;‘f}*f'—?grade pup:ls in eachof at least faur of the seven models inthe régglar* pmgrﬁm
“o o ondin at least 2/3of the schools'in ‘the expans,‘ ' _program in ea:hldlstrn:t —will-
“obtain mean y ADSS5 in Vacabulary ﬂr"’TQtﬁi Réadmg, in Computation or “Total -
t"'i—’.:"ﬁia'ﬂ?ematlss and in"Total" Language or Spelling that are s:gmﬁeantly hlghéf‘
o e, 05) than thase obtained by the total fi rstagrade graup in ea:h dlstfléf
'jf;m uhn:h the PESPEE:IVE made[s and .schm[s are iacated sl

o Thxs ébjectme was: nc:t attamed. : DF the 7 FﬁQdElS 3 met the crzterinn Em:f _
L "srﬁaﬁg the 29 expansion schools, 6 exceeded then‘ Fespectlve dlStﬂEtSr F‘rgt gra_
z_:f_‘m a re.:..ng score, 1tina mathematlcs scnre aﬁd 8 m a Ianguage scuré; i R

L3

e .‘ijer‘; ve 5. In the Fébft;rzfy 1976 cltyw:de admlmstratmn af fhe CAT glf sec:and—,:

ERREE grade :?uptls in each of at'least four of the seven models m the r'egula:rr- pmgram will-

- obtdiri mean 'ADSSs in Comprehension or Total Reading, in Caﬁ:epts & Prabiems or:
~Total Math 1ematics, und in Totul Lsnguage or Totai. Battery that fall withi,

""" y the total SEEGﬂdggFﬂdE group ’f’:th Eﬂs ‘3’7’75

ﬁﬂ‘t‘léﬁcj! pu;::t! staﬁme as: thcse abtamed b
‘K_‘r“cdelsaﬁ _thé LAT zjrjmimsrered in Fébfgaryf 1975.

Th;scb;e«:twej was attamed . SECGﬁd grad T 5 m fout DF thg eve ) madals
_Ec:arecl at !east as hlgh as’the same natnjnai 5tamné in.1976 as.in. 1975 in eac:h of the*
. ' gmber«cf*madels were iﬁ hlgher statifes in 1975 than m 1975

, rSpelli
p-i 05} than thﬂse r::b tamed ljy fhe t::ltr:i non- Fe!lxjw Thmugh (’ﬁgtlem;n' 'campartsan

c:héc:lj Ee::énd—grgdé gmup in eacﬁ mstr-n:t m wﬁn:h the res;:etf: ve madels i
e'lacc'fé':r and b_,f all set:c:nd




ThL; ﬁbjECthE was nat a;tamed Gnly one mﬂdel met the ﬁl’"itéﬂcﬁ wrth regar

nﬁnan Fal!ﬁw-Thraugh schmls, and cmly twg met it in c:cmparnsen with all?seccnd
graders in their respective districts . Hawewer ‘no iess than' twcr madefs scored’
5 signtiantly h;gher tha , enzher FEfEFEﬁCE grnup m any Df the six test area:

Db ;nsegl ve ? in Ibe February 75 76 Eltywide adrmmstra n of. the CA T,.xf /
grade: puplls in each of at {east four of the seven models in the Fegular
will ebtain meun ADSSS in: Campreher:smﬁ or Tc:tal Readmg* in Cﬂm:ept &
Frabiems or Tc.:t;:rl Mathematu:s and in Total. Langaage or Spellmg rhat ar‘e i

:1.::_-jSIgﬁlfl¢antly hrgher (p<. 05). :han thcse abtamed by the tatal thrf'd— qra
. in the same. madels in Febrz; r'y ?9?5 e : —

,:— _—f;? ,dl’hls cb;ectlve was attaned, Thn“,, g S;m,,,f-c!ur of the,%even quel»
the criterian. of scoring significantly higher in 1976 than.in 1975 in at le Ja
readmg, ﬂne mathematlcs ‘ and one Iaﬁguage test area '

C’ble:twe 8: " In the Feeréry ?Q?E Eltymdé admmistfat n_of. tha(iAT,”'ﬁ[ ]
.grade pupzls In each of at least three of the': seven models’in the regglar ff;g
o f;,w-:l! obtain mean ADSSS in C‘amprehensmn or-Total Readmg,
- or-Total Mdthematics , and.in - Total Language or Spelling that
higher (p<.05) thon those obtainsd. by the total non=Fallg *—Thﬁ:ugh (’nctmnai
. comparisen:schoal ) Ehlfﬂ"‘grédé group.,: end by srl! thli‘d g gders “ir
. m which thé r‘eﬁpecm;e ﬁcdels are Ia;_ated S '

: Thrs ijectwe was: cnnsrdered partlally attamed Two rﬁudela Fﬁét the crit
RN wuth regard to nen-Foilow- Threugh schools aﬂd two models met lt m anmparlsan
Wlth thEIF‘ reﬁpectlve dlstﬂcts “third ﬁraders C TR

~'"'ﬂ‘7‘®b18t:t‘u e 9 In the Fébruary 7975 cttyw;dé ag:jmimstratlcﬁ c:f the tZ‘AT ail faurth
grade pup:ls ln ‘eacn of.at Ieasr faur of the. seven models in the regular, pﬁ:n:

e will ob tain. mean ADSS5s in: Eampr hension or Total Readmg in Canc:epts & ',mblsm
L or Tctcrl ”.crthematlcs and in Total Languagé or Total Batfery z‘hat are szgm,n:r:ﬁtly

hlgher* fp§ 05) than those abtmned by the tﬂfﬁl ﬁ:urth—grad& graup in. the same
L {}?madgls m February 7 5?5 , . -

Thns ije:twé was attalnéd Fczurth graders m ﬁ:ur Qf'theiseven modélsfrﬁ’r

‘ ':; the c:rntern:m SED“‘ing s;gmﬁfaﬁtly h:gher in- 19?6 thaﬂ in, 1975 in eac:h QF_‘;
e tést areas S e I PR

lee;rme 70 !n thé Febfuar_y 79?5 Elt} wzdecn:’mmtstrcitmn Qf z‘he CZAT;_ fi '7 ~fou
grade puplls‘ m E‘EIEh r:f at Ieast three t:rf Ihe seven’ ar’




This ab)ectwe was partla!ly attamed Three of the seven madels rnet thns , ,
crltermﬁ with ﬂ‘agard to non-Follow- Thr@ugh schools;, but Dﬁl'y two of the- madels'—f e
met xt in campaﬂsan with’ thexr respe-:twe distncts‘ ﬁjurth graders., L

-

5 ugpaf‘tt ve_, SEches anc d, F’ar'eﬁt In u;: iu'emeﬁt

C.lb]e:tl ve 11: “The executl ve }}Dht:y adwsary camrmttee [PAC} at each scha@l
- wiflinvolve at least 15 other parents manthly in r;rzmm:ttee work to. pian parent
afﬂwtles -and will work lmnrly with at least two community- actmn groups on-.
) pr‘e;ects during the school yeor. Iﬁfarﬁfam:!n regarding these activities is to be
.o f'  drawn from PAG minutes and reportsd by. em:h sghaal quarterly on ft:)rms supphsd
o i;y the Fai!aw Through Evaluatian office. . T

Thls ab;ea:twe was’ partxally attamed by the pﬁjje::t as- a ) whole. Thé t:ﬂterla;_ -
-were; fully met at-9 of the 17 Follow Thraugh schools that réported -and partlaliy, e
mat by 6 Schaals Two schauls did not rneet exther t:ntermn-_ :

f‘Gblet:tr ve 12: At !East 70% af ths- parent papuiatfen far éﬁcﬁ s;:h&r:)l will attend qn. S
n-site_open_PAC meeting or a districtwide or a:ltyw;de PAC meeting maﬂthiy,. at_ SRR
!egsz 20% of ecch school's parents will attend a Follow- Thréugh—related meetmg

or affgm maﬂfhly, and at'least 70% of the p F‘EHLS in each school will attend one e
schm! meetmg or affair dgr‘mg the ssﬂhacl year. " S¢hools- WIH pr:jwdé pertmerzt R
mfarma*tsﬂ quar‘ter! ;f on farms _supphgd by tﬁé ewa,’uatlan unit. - - T

. Thas Db]ECthE was not attamed by. the EI‘DJEEE as @ whgle_ 'The crltens were
. not 1 \_.Hy met-at any of the 17 Follow Through schools that reported. However, - . "
. they were partially met at.10 schools where at 2ast one of the thrée criterigwas ~ " ©
= fu:! Y met: aﬂd at least: SDsa of the réquzrad percemage on the cher twa c:ﬂteria was

leéc‘*ive 13 “In each schaa! there W rI! be at Iea.st ane hr:J.Jr‘ afparent wa[untéer DR
“time monthly to match the number ef cmldren inthe pr@grﬁm lﬁfcrmatn‘:rn to be
su,_phec: as fbr Qb;er:tlve 12. ' : - ) . -

S A Th 'S c:bjér:t:ve was . ﬁ(jf. attamed by the prcqec:t as a whalé_, The c:nierlcm was :
R ‘Ftu =zt at'1.of the 16 Follow Thmugh s::hrjcls that reparted regardmg thxs .
vab;ecta v‘e lt was partially met at l! schcy;)ls where bEtWEEﬁ Q 5 and D 7 valuntaer

i

lee:tn; M in eac:h sch@ui 7(7(3 r;rf the tDtal enrglifnent w:H I’EEEI ve v:ré Ieast thg |
: typ; efs«:reenmg for medical problems thatis provided by-school health-serviczs; _,V,,_v
‘ <' .no. Iess :he:m 80% nf thc;se pupr!s fsferfsd far medn:al ass:stgm:e w:l! be tr‘eated by

In}%}rnﬂstmn tc:) be pmwded as er‘ ijec:ti ve 72




need of socicl services and. will be consistently erzgaged in helping at /east 50% e

" Attainment of this objective could not be determined in 1975-1976 because
' Schnnl health staff were assrgned Spé‘t:lal additional regpﬁnstbmtles regart‘,mq the
" Inoculation of children, and therefore were uﬁable to regularly tcmplete the Fcllaw
Through dat;: fcrrns related tt: thls ﬂb;erzuvfz : :

t?b]et:tme 75. In ea:h sdmel 790?5 afthe total Eﬁr‘ﬂlh’ﬂéﬁt w:il receive et Ieast the pr
- type of Sf;reenmg faf- dental prablems that is prawded by school health services; ..

" no less than 80% t:f those referred for déﬂtal care will be treated thmugh céﬂtrafted

_or noncontracted services arranged by Follow' Thmugh pérsr:nnel Iﬁfarmatl aﬁ
to be prnwded a,s ﬁ:r‘ @blecﬂve 12. : e SRR IR

Attammant ﬁf this cb;ectwe cnuld nat E‘;e determlned in 1975—1575 because the
inhibltmg factors noted under Objective 14 had a 5imgltanecus Efféf;; c:n th
atmn team éffcorts to SECUFE dental lﬁfc)rmatlgn e SR

- ﬂblecuvé 7 5 in EE.J’J s¢:hcx:l at Iéast 80% af thase pupils referr‘ed fc;r' psyc-hslcglcal
,.,fserun;es will- be examined-by.either.contracted.or noncontracted-agencies,-either——
- treatment or r:cmsultam:rﬁ far‘ 709% of those exammed will be provided by §amracted i

or noncontracted agencies.arranged b y Fﬂ!law Through personnel. infermgt. on. _w,ll!_.
be Prgvrded as for C’bjeﬂitfe 12. L LRI T T e

. Thls ij%itl\{é was not attamed by the prg}ect as a whcle Thétritef*i’é were " '
“futly met at.3 of the 17 Follow Through schools that reported. - They were ;:rartlally
-met at: 8 schaals where at least one of the t‘:rltEFlE was. fully Fnat 4 of these schools -
may have met both criteria, but they did not mc:lude treatmem mf‘cxrmatmﬁ in the:r
repm‘is Slx schcals dld ﬂDt meet erther EﬂtEl“lQn : C SR

@biedive’ ‘7? AE lecst, 85% r:)f éaé:h 5:hcal 's f::‘rniiies will be visited at least once -
.. during the school year by the Follow Thmugh school-community cocrdinctor; - :
the coordinctor or sociol worker serving the school will identify all families in ==

of these families to secure.the services r‘ieeded from agem;‘lés in the cammunlty;l S
Infafmrgtmﬂ to be pmwd&d us for C)b]e:tl ve. ?2 S s

EREN

Thls ijECthé was part:ally attained by thé prD}Eét as a whale., ThE trlterla !

o :-g_gegmi LGI“.‘::!'!HDHS;

“ollow [he FEQU'Eﬂd continuity. Qf trea;ment within Féllaw Through, itis expecred

- erre Fglly met’ at 8 of the 17 Follow Thmugh ‘Schools that repcr‘ted Ihey were"
partlally met by the 9 other schools where at least one of the f.f‘h.al“la W3S fuhy

met. Three of the 9 5¢haal§ may have met the criteria quy, but their repart; .
dsd nf:)t mciudé mfe:lrmatmn for Aprll aﬁd May ' : ~ : :

Qb[é::zt ve 78: Tr:: insure thr:rt tEGChEF réteﬂtlaﬁ rates are sufflcre;#tly hlgﬁ to .

thct the rate ::rfu:acher continuonce in the program for the fbur=yeaf‘ span
7922:1973'to” 1975-1976-will be at least 60% Dc.'ta HHII be Secured fmm 5:!7(:1@1

Qtstrn:t rcc‘:ar*ds o




This ab)echve was attained. ACFQSS all m@de}s for the F@ur‘—

year Sp"ﬁ '
1972 7"76 there was a 65% teacher ‘retention r'ate -which exceedé

d the EO B '"rltaric:n."

| Eb[éc:t? ve 19: 'Tf) insure that pup:l—reiemtcrn rates are SuffICIEﬁﬂ_}f htgﬁ to pmw a'é _‘-':1
~Jor the pf-agram 's planried Ic:ngztudmcr! effesz, it is expected that the cverall rm‘e :
of pup:l continuance for the four years 1972-1973 to 1975-1976 will be at [EC?Sf

. 60% Data will be secured by regular updatm_g of the Follow Thraugh pupli
" f fe from the School Dlsrnét s Pupz[ D:rectary s ystﬂm. :

o Attaiﬁrﬁent thhls cb;e:tlve could not be determined for th:s r‘eparti !ts
determination PFC{LJIFES & complete update of the computerized individual pupll
- file, not yet accomplished by the Office of Data Processing. [F’revmus fﬂur-year 1

. . spans, through. 1971- 1915 EDﬂSlStéﬁ*!y shawed pupll retem:gn r‘ates af at least
. ‘ED% ) , :

- IMPAC‘.‘T‘

"iﬂ_f:,,‘havmg to do wnth rﬁalntEﬁaﬂze of basic skill levels in Grades K-2 an

= The three objectives not

"i:{:ﬁaf' project 'pupils and tatal districts. ‘As.in ‘the past the Bank Street_ and. Behavior.
“ 'Aﬁafy sis Models were the h:ghe;t—ach:ewng overall. . In.1975-1976 the. F’hrladelph:a

-~ In the regu!ar Fal!aw T‘hrgugh pmgram the Eank Street Mgdel ‘was weH
-, 'implemented, the Behavior Analysis Model maintained a. very high level of
A;ﬁJn:L‘mnmg in two of its three schools, and the B;hngual Model c:cntmued to N
imprpve in implementation in two of its three schools. ‘The EDC Model Wwas well
lmr.)!nrﬁemed in general, but Experlsnced some duagreement over the type of stress
“'to be give: to basic skills. The Florida Parent, Parent Implemented, and Phila=""

L ;j_dalph:a Prae:ess ‘Models continued to show smpravemens in all areas- of xrﬁp!e= :
"?Emematmri :

r

In the expaﬁzxan prégr‘am a "fréezmg" of Tltle I funds plagu d lmp!ementatran
" éc}am partlcu!ariy aFfectmg the newly introduced program operations in first gradé
Allocal adaptation of Bank Street curriculum and method was the best rmplern ‘n”?c‘!
S {cptn:ﬂ at both *hé k:ndergartEﬁ arxd ﬁrst grade levels. . : :

SE‘J‘Eh of the 10 achxevement ijeztwes (fgcused on both~ regular aﬁd expaﬁsn:x

:_,prcgré'ﬁsj were- at: least partially altained. Ftu gttamed were the five ﬁbjEEE!VES

d lmpr‘ovszd
-perfc;rmam:e over.the previous year in ‘Grades 3 and L} The two objectives

v it praject pupils® perﬁ:rmance in Grades 3and 4in camparlscn \.!ntflx”tihat QF R
. district nan=Fnllaw-Thmugh groups and total districts were part;al!y attamed.f e 5
attainad smnzerned comparative perﬁ;rmance in Grades K- 2

o Prn:ess Model géﬁeral!y exgeeded the Parent Imp]EmEﬁtEd Mﬁdel whn:h in the
St had raﬁked thxrd amaﬁg thé madels in perﬁ:rmance

The ;::arent mvolvemaﬂt campnﬂent r;antmued to be weh ;mt:)leméﬁted a!théﬁgh

B hﬁreivf‘ little consistent evxdence Df;utgéss on the s:rxterxa m:tuded in the
three ar Q!!r:abh_ DbjECEIVES : : - :
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